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ST. JOHNS, Newfoundland, July 24, 1894. 
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Attorney-General for Newfoundland. 


531 OTTAWA, ONT., Oct. 16, 1894. 
We may add without flatiery, that we consider your publica- 
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COMMISSIONERS. 


A reliable list of Commissioners of the of the various States 
and Territories and of the United States, authorized to 
take depositions, oaths receive acknowledg- 
ments and perform the usual services of resident minis- 
terial officers. When communicating with them always 
mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


Representation in this list will be given 
accredited Commissioners on favorable terms. 





BALTIMORE, MD. 
J. Kemp , Jr., St. Paul and Baltimore sts. 


ath 
Dakota, Tennessee, oa * Ramen Virginie Wash- 
West V: a Weenine. 
BOSTON. MASS. 

AvUGUSTINE H. Reap, 20 Devonshire st. Commissioner 
of Deeds for all States and Territories. Special atten- 
tention given to the taking of Depositions. Also No- 
tary Public, Ju-tice of the Peace, and president of 
Read’s Collection & Mercantile Agency (corporation.) 

WituiaM GREGORY JONES, 299 Devonshire street. 
Nota:y Public and Justice of the Peace. Depositions 
promptly and carefally taken. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Epwarp G. REYNOLDS, American Bank Building. 
Commissioner of Deeds for all the States and Territor- 
les; also No Public. Depositions taken with ome 
care. Deeds of trust in Western Missouri, and Mort- 
gages ir in the State of Kansas foreclosed for Eastern in- 
Reports on property in Jackson and Clay 


ol Mo., and Wyandotte County, made, 
and ae paid for non-resident owners and holders ot 
“es, KY. 

NeEwrTon G. ROGERS, 


322 Fifth ave. mapa | hin 
oner of Deeds for all the States and Territor- 
ies. Commissions for depositions promptly attended to. 


NEW HAVEN, ee. 

LIVINGSTO! CLEAVELAND, 69 Church st. Com- 

missioner of MM for all the States and Territories in 

the United States; also Commissioner for New Bruns- 

wick, Nova Scotia, ‘Ontario and Quebec. Notary Public 

nny seal) and Justice of the Peace. Depositions care- 
ly taken. (See List of Attorneys.) 


« es CITY. 
H. McVay, 246 West 125th st. Commis- 
sioner aa: all States and Territories. Notary public 
ith certificate on file in all the (statutory) counties in 
= York State. Particular attention paid to the 
taking of depositions. 


ROCHESTER, NY. 
EDWakp F. WELLINGTON, 20 Exchange st. Commis- 
use ter die Gecko Notary with Soels 2 Attorney at 


TORONTO, ONT., CAN. 
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Handsome Cloth Binder, holding a 
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OF 
RAILROAD SECURITIES, 


Gives an ee Railroad Reports, with uniform 
method for a)l, each road with the system to which it 


—-. A thorough sum: of capitalization, also 
ical informatien and ta bive of oiieee. Certainly 
the most useful and reliable book published for bank- 
ers and investors. 
PRICE, - - + $3.00 Per Vol. 
THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
48 Counce Strzzet, (P.O. Box4ill.) NEW YORK 


FINE JEWELRY AT SPECIAL RATES. 


CALENDAR pat eae eee TIMERS, EIGHT DAY 
WATCHES, CHRONOGRAPHS, and other Specialties. 


Catal vr. 
SPECIAL WATCH AGENCY, P. O. Box 1408, New York. 











WANTED AND FOR SALE, 


viens of Partner srentet Cuesta stan For Sale, Ete., 
will be inserted under this t lines or under, 
py eg ge $8.00 a aS months, or $5.00 
for three months aneer copee in proportion. Ali 
notices guaranteed uine. “Ponies otherwise stated. 

care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 





answers to be ad 
AGENCY, Box 41!, New York City. 


PARTNERSHIP.— — Lawyer of national reputation 
wishes to form partnership for pract:ce of corpora- 

tion and comme law in the city of New sork. Ad- 

dress ‘‘ N. * care American Lawyer s Agenc y- 


(CLERKSEIP, ‘OR PARTNERSHIP.— Wanted by 
young New York State lawyer. Three years’ 
active os. Oppertunity ‘‘to work up” Pr braow 
more than present remuneration. Owna good New 
York library. Best of references as to character and 
ability. Location in the West preferred. Address 
LocaTIon, care American Lawyer's Agency. 


LAY, PRACTICE FOR SALE.—Half interest in 225 

vo'umes of latest law text-books and reports and 
in a well equipped office, and in a law practice worth 
at least $3,000.00 per annum, in a prominent railway 
centre and growing town in the southern part of Colo- 
rado; a splendid bealth resort as well. Reasons for 
selling i is to get a trustworthy, energetic partner to as- 
sist in the business. Address, ATTORNEY, care Amer- 


ican Lawyer's Agency. 

WE DESIRE to establish a branch office in the city 
of Chicago, and will be glad to correspond on the 

subject with capable and experienced attorneys, who 

are in a position to command some means. GILBERT 

E.Luiot Law Co., 206 Broadway, New York. 














WE. DESIRE to correspond with attorneys located 

in different sections of the Union, who desire to 
change their locations to important commercial centres, 
and have command of sufficient capital to enable them 
to take substantial stock interest in branch offices to 
be established hereafter. GILBERT ELLIoT Law Co., 
206 Broadway, New York. 


WE DESIRE a euemtative in every city and 
town in the United States and Canada, to solicit 

subscriptions and lawyers’ cards to this journal, and 

will give special terms to law students who will active- 

ly prosecute this work. Address THE AMERICAN Law- 
YER, P. O. Box 411 New York City. 








BUSINESS ESTABLISHED 1836. 


The oldest and most widest circulated Bank 
Reporter in America. 


THE 


American 
Bank Reporter 


AND ATTORNEY LIST. 


For the Use of Banks, Bankers, Attorneys, 
Merchants and Manufacturers. 


The increased circulation of THz AMERICAN BANK Re- 
PORTER warrants us in saying, that it is the most desirable 
medium by whicn attorneys can have their names preesnt- 
ed to the favorable consideration of the banking and com- 
mercial world, as only such names will be inserted as are 
fally endorsed as reliable by banks and other 
responsible parties, making such insertion a guarantee of 
professional worth and integrity. Aside from its useful- 
ness as a book of reference it will be found valuable to the 
names that appear as a means of obtaining business 
from its patrons, who include not only bankers and leading 
attorneys, but merchants, manufacturers and corporations. 


We will insert the names of Reliable At- 
torneys or firms in display type, both editions, 
one in February and one in August, with line 
for any specialty desired, including the two 
copies of the work, at $5 per annum. 


Subscriptions respectfully solicited. 


STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 


48 Churck St. (P.O. Boxr4ll.) NEW YORK. 


WANTED. 


A Reliable Representative in every County to 
Solicit Subscriptions. Liberal Terms offered 
the Right Parties. Address, 

THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 


\P. O. Box 411.) 48 Church St., New York. 








To write well and 
rapidly use 


EOTERBROOK’D 


Stub Pens. 


LEADING STYLES: 

Fine Stab, No. 312, Judge's Quill. 

Mediu Stu, Mt 313, Probate. 
“ “939° Chancellor 

Broad Stub, No. 284, Blackstone. 


They are made especially to suit 
the needs of Lawyers, Corre- 
spondents, etc. 





TRY THEM 
they will be sure to please. 


A Great variety of other styles in- 
cluding the Celebrated 


ESTERBROOK'S FALCON, No. 048. 


We respectfully refer writers to the station- 
ers for supplies, from whom they can be ob- 
tained at favorable rates. In case of ite 
being impracticable to procure them in this 
way, orders addressed to us, enclosing the 
price, $1.00 per gross, will meet with prompt 
attention. 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO., 


26 John Street, New York. 








THE 
Secretarys Manvat, 


REVISED AND ENLARGED. 


Contains Over One Hundred Forms ot 
Articles of Incorporation, By-Laws, Complete General 
and Special Records, Minute Book, Entries, Resolu- 
tions, Certificates, Notices, Petitions, Bonds, etc., ete. 
Also citations from late corporation decisions as to 
Qualifications, Rights, Duties and Obligations of 
Stockholders and Officers, Legal Method of Executing 
Corporate Business, etc. Ne Corporation Office 
Complete Without It. 


Cloth Bound, Price, $1.50, post paid. 


Address THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
P. O. Bex 411, New York City. 








THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 507 








THE MOST ABLE LAWYER OFTEN LOOKS AT AND USES A GOOD FORM BOOK ! 


«JONES & BINMORE’S 


GENERAL 


Legal Forms and Precedents, 


For Ordinary Use, and with eee” Changes adapted to Special Cases, also Clerks’ Entries in Law and Chancery, 
and Mercantile Forms of every character. 


——): ComPiILeD By Messrs. JONES & BINMORE or THE CHICAGO Bar. :(—— 














It has been the aim of the compilers to make this book as nearly complete as forms can be made, 
They have been used, tested and approved by experienced Practitioners and the Courts. 
The chapter on Clerk’s Entries in Law and in Chancery will be found an invaluable assistant to Clerks of Courts. 





Jones & Binmore’s Forms and Precedents contains about 1; 000 ee eee in strong Law Calf Binding. Price, $6.30, delivered. 


ROOT’S CORPORATION LAWS, 


CONTAINING THE 
GENERAL STATUTES OF ILLINOIS ON THE SUBJECT. 


WITH COMPLETE FORMS FOR THE ORGANIZATION OF JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, ETC. 


As well as for the re-organization of the same, and for religious and other societies, with digested notes of the 


DECISIONS OF THE COURTS CONSTRUING THE PROVISIONS OF THE LAW. 


By Hon. James P. Root, of the Chicago Bar. 
FIFTH EDITION, REVISED AND ENLARGED, WITH ADDITIONAL NOTES, Etc. 


Complete in One Volume, Law Binding, sent prepaid on receipt of $3.00. - 
E. B. MYERS & CO., Law Publishers, {22 Quincy Street, CHICAGO, ILL. 


JOHNSTON’S LAW BLANKS. 


NOTED FOR THEIR retin ae APPEARANCE AND SUPERIORITY. CALL oe pene TO OUR “ PARCHMENT ” PAPER CONVEYANCING BLANKS, 
HEAD AND ENDORSEMENT EMBOSSED FROM STE DIE AND TIED WITH SILK RIBBON. 
SELL TYPE. WRITER BLANKS THAT HAVE REAL TYPE. WRITER SPACE. 


We make a specialty of printing to order, SPECIAL Deeds, Mortgages, Bonds, ds, Abst: acts, and all forms where superior class of work is wanted. Our 
plant for this class of work is the most Extensive in this Country. Send for samples. 
Do you like good Stationery! If so, send us a postal and we will send you the handsomest line of Sam ever shown of ‘“‘ Pure Linen” and “ Gem 


caine 
Bond” steel Die Embossed Letter Paper aud Envelopes (which we are now furnishing over 12,000 Members of the Bar) ; Heavy Tinted Bond Legal Covers, the 
strongest made; Linen and Bond Legal and Abstract paper. Type Writing Paper, ete. 


Established 187%. J. ¥Y¥. JOHNSTON & CO., Law Stationers, 
The Largest Legal Stationery Manufacturers in the Country. 23 Murray Street, New York. 


A. P. L. LAW | oa 
Standard Typewriter Ribbons and BOOKS EXCHANGED. The Doctrine of 


Write us. Catalogue for stamp. 


Carbon Papers. THE WAIT PUBLISHING vO., ‘Fellow Servant” 


216 Clark St., Chicago, Ili 
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LAWYERS SHOULD SEND OUT NEAT WORK 


pated in seven 
FROM THEIR OFFICES BY USING THE BEST COURSE CHE YEAR, 7058 treated in seve 
‘ an PRECEDED, OR SUPPLE- chapters of 
RIBBONS AND CARBONS OBTAINABLE. USE MENTED BY A YEAR OF a} 
LITTLE’S AND IT CAN ALWAYS BE DONE. yi5 APPROVED LEGAL STUDY 
SEW . 
SEND FOR RIBBON AND CARBON CATALOGUE, aw BLAS WEEES. TESCOCEas 


OF 1891-95 BEGINS SEPT. 18th. 


OR ENCLOSE ONE DOLLAR FOR A TRIAL RIB- FOR CATALOGUE OR 
BON, AND IF IT DON’T 8UIT YOU, THE DOLLAR c 00 @ | OTHER INFORMATION, AD- 

DRESS ALBANY LAW 
WILL BE RETURNED. Established 1851. | SCHOOL, Albany, N.Y. 


Bailey on Master’s Liability. 








a Every lawyer interested in Per- 
sonal Injury suits will find Judge 
A. P. LI I I 9 E, $500,000 Bailey’s work of great value. 
WORTH OF 

MANUFACTURER, 


ORCANS 
409, 411, 412, 413 Pewers’ Com. Buildings AND 


ANOS 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. PIANOS 
Write for Catalogue 
and partiewlars, 
Addressor call on 


DANIEL F. BEATTY, Washington, New dorsey. 
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Business Established 1836. 
THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 


Frank C. Situ, LL. B., Eprror. 


A Business Journal for Business Lawyers. 
ISSUED MONTHLY. 


Disousses current commercial law and litigation ; reports the latest de- 
cisions and the events of legislation upon business affairs 
abreast of contemporary legal aivetwe; gives news of 
the movements of attorneys and law associa 
and of all matters of interest to live 
practitioners. 
SUBSCRIPTION PRICE: 

In the United States and Canada, #1 annually. In other Countries, $1.50 annually. 
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THE AMERICAN BANKER, 


A woaty Journal giving 0 come lete review Ce beens 


=ppeee, now 
and closed 


financial 
ges, countertelta, and everything of interest to men of finan 
‘ounecnivrion PRICE, $4.00 per Year. 


slau AMERICAN BANK REPORTER, 


with semi-annual special editions, con corrected 
— financial institutions ; — capital, surplus, etc., towns without 
banking point; list of attorneys and other valuable 1n- 


+ nell Price, $6.00, or with “ The American Banker,” $9.00 per Year. 
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Contains a complete list of all Ameriean and Canadian counterfeits or altered or 
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SPECIAL. 


Several law libraries are pressing us for copies of the 
issues of this journal for January 1893, August 1893, and 
March 1894, to make their files complete. 

Our supply of the issues named was long since ex- 
hausted and if any of our readers have copies of either 
of the same which they are willing to donate to the pur- 
pose indicated, their kindness in forwarding them to this 
office will be appreciated and duly acknowledged. 











THE ADMINISTRATION AND PRACTICE OF THE LAW 
are now below the general level. This is inexcusable. 
With a government based on the federal constitution, 
with the rights of individuals and of the States reserved 
and guarantied, there is a wide and a free field for the 
development of the law. There are here fewer obstacles 
to its progress than in any other country. For nearly a 
century the great lawyers of the nation lifted our juris- 
prudence above the steadily rising level of the ‘people, 
but within the last twenty-five years law, in its practice 
and administration, has manifestly deteriorated. This 
should not be permitted to continue. It cannot continue 
and legal science preserve its proper place in human af- 
fairs. The duty of effecting the needed reform rests upon 
every member of the bar. 





THAT JUDGE BEST ADMINISTERS THE LAW who 
. decides cases with promptness. It is not the right of 
action, but -speed and certainty in its enforcement that 


A QUESTIONABLE RULING. 


The case of the United States v. Daniel F. Beatty, the 
well known manufacturer of organs, of Washington, N.J., 
tried in the United States circuit court at Montpelier, Vt., 
early this month, and wherein the defendant was fined 
for using the mails for fraudulent purposes, is one 
of peculiar interest to every tradesman who sells wares 
by circulating illustrated catalogues, or ty the aid of ad- 
vertisements in which appear cuts of the g: ods offered 
for sale. The facts in the case are reported to be as fol- 
lows: A party in Vermont purchased an organ upon the 
description thereof contained in an illustrated catalogue. 
It was abundantly proven on the trial that its mechanism 
and qualities were as represented in the text of the ad- 
vertisement which induced the purchase, and that the in- 
strument was fully worth the amount paid therefor. The 
only variance shown or claimed, was in the casing of the 
organ delivered, which was less ornate than that of the 
instrument shown in the cut which formed a part of the 
advertisement. Indeed, the difference was so marked as 
to have at first caused the purchaser to object to receiv- 
ing the instrument, but upon being advised as to the 
qualities of its mechanism, he accepted it, and afterwards 
ex pressed himself as being perfectly satisfied with his,pur. 
chase. Nevertheless, upon the one fact of the variance be- 
tween the illustration in the advertisement and the casing 
of the article shipped and accepted with knowledge, rested 
the claim of the Government that, in sending through the 
mails the catalogue containing this variance, the defend- 
ant was guilty of using the mails for fraudulent purposes. 

For reasons that will immediately suggest themselves 
to every well informed lawyer, we seriously question the 
soundness of the ruling of Judge Wheeler, that such va- 
riance, under the facts in the case at bar, was criminal. 
Here was a manufacturer who, receiving an order for an 
organ of a certain described quality and having the same 
in various casings but, at the time, none in the style of 
the illustration in the advertisement from which the order 
was given, fills the order with one in another style of 
casing. After learning that the intrinsic merits of the 
organ shipped were exactly as represented and as ordered, 
the purchaser waives the variance in the matter of casing 
and accepts the instrument. Where, in this transaction, 
was there any criminal intent? The purchaser, upon see- 
ing the organ shipped, had his choice of remedies, either 
to refuse to accept it, and to claim the return of his money, 
or to accept it, and sue to recover the difference between 
the value of the article ordered and that delivered. In 
either event, and as it seems to us in any event, the forum 
wherein to have maintained a litigation upon the matter 
should have been civil and not criminal. This question 
will bear farther investigatiou and treatment, and we 
propose to give it early attention. The result of the appeal 
of the defendant will be watched with much interest. 








LAWYERS SHOULD BE HONEST in their interpreta- 
tion of the law, and endeavor to meet the ends of justice 
by the methods prescribed in judicial procedure. Law 
is supreme only when lawyers honestly construe and 
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‘to work a benefit or profit to the trustee. 











AN INEXORABLE RULE OF TRUSTS. 





Trust funds must be managed exclusively in the 
interest of the beneficiary, and cannot be employed 80 as 
This is the in- 
exorable rule of equity. The purpose of the rule is to re- 
move all temptations to hazardous risk of the fands, and 
to place it under the supervisory control of one whose 
only interest, coinciding with legal duty, will be to secure 
its safety, and all its benefits to the rightful owner. The 
law frowns upon any act on the part of a fiduciary which 
places interest in antagonism to duty, or tends to that 
result. 

Guided by this invigorating doctrine the supreme 
court of North Carolina, in the case of McHachern el al. v. 
Stewart (19 8. E. Rep. 702) recently passed upon the fol- 
lowing facts: A trustee, being directed to invest $500 in 
his hands, in realty or United.States bonds, and receive 
and pay over the interest annually, loaned the money to 
his brother on a third mortgage—the first, for $250, being 
to another, the second, $1,000, to himself, and both over- 
due. The money thus loaned on the third mortgage was 
applied as a credit on the first mortgage. The court justly 
held that this third mortgage had priority over the sec- 
ond. Not only so, but it was further held that the trus- 
tee could not determine the trust, as against himself, by 
turning over the trust bond and mortgage to his official 
successor in the trust, and then buy in the property for 
himself, without notice to the cestui que trustent, and the 
sanction of the court. Under these circumstances it was 
deemed immaterial that at two previous sales the prop- 
erty brought enough to pay the whole debt, and that a 
third sale, for an insufficient price, had been confirmed by 
the court, the court not being informed that the purchase 
was made by an agent of the trustee. 

It is pertinently pointed out that the whole transac- 
tion—the loan, thie sale, the purchase by the trustee, and 
the confirmation—were all made without notice to the 
plaintiffs, the cestui que trustents. Their equitable 
rights could not be displaced and defeated by the trustee 
except upon full disclosure and consent. - 








PARTNERSHIP REALTY. 


A partnership cannot, as such, hold the legal title to 
real property. It must stand in the name of some person 
or persons, or a corporation, which is a person in law. 
How then, is real property, which is partnership property, 
to be distinguished from that which is not? The general 
rule is undoubtedly this: Real estate purchased for part- 
nership purposes, and appropriated to those purposes, 
paid for by partnership funds, and necessary for partner- 
ship purposes, always becomes partnership property. 
The three elements stated must unite in order to make 
the real estate necessarily partnership property. Partner- 
ship real property, whether held by one or more members 
of a firm, is, by an equitable conversion, regarded as per- 
sonal property, for the purpose of paying debts and ad- 
justing the equities between the parties; and the individ- 
ual member or members holding the legal title become 
trustees for the partnership in respect to the property, as 
personality. In order to impress partnership real prop- 
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erty with the characteristics of personality, the prevail- 
ing elements of a resulting trust are found present and 
are necessary. There must be a disposition, conveyance, 
or transfer of the legal estate, and a consideration paid 
by the beneficiary. And yet another element is necessary 
to impress realty with these characteristics. It must be 
appropriated to the purposes of the partnership. The 
beneficiary is always the partnership, and the persons 
holding the legal estate are usually the partners, or some 
one of their number; but it may be an outside party, hav- 
ing nothing to do with the partnership. 

When these three elements are potent factors in a 
partnership transaction, the equitable conversion spoken 
of takes place, and the real property of the partnership 
is considered personalty, for the purpose of paying debts, 
and adjusting equities between the partners. Real prop- 
erty may, it will be well to remember, be appropriated to 
partnership purposes, and oftener is, and may be essen- 
tially necessary for such purposes, and not be the prop- 
erty of the partnership, but of this we will treat in a later 
article. 

The excellent opinion of the supreme court of Oregon 
in the case of Dodson v. Dodsen (37 Pac. Rep. 542), con- 
tains a discussion of the principles herein treated and 
upon which opinion this review is made. 








POOLING RAILROAD BUSINESS. 





A railroad company is a quasi public corporation, 
and owes certain duties to the public, among which are 
the duties to afford reasonable facilities for the transpor- 
tation of persons and property and to charge only reason- 
able rates for such service. Any contract by which it 
disables itself from performing these duties, or which 
make it to its interest not to perform them, or removes 
all incentive to their performance, is contrary to public 
policy and void. This rule has been repeatedly announced 
and upheld by the courts of the several States, and by 
the federal tribunals, and may be considered as being irre- 
futably established. It is therefore in its application to 
individual cases that a statement thereof is now principally 
valuable. 

Suppored by a large line of choice citations, the 
United States circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, 
in the case of the Chicago M. & St. P. Ry. Co. v. Wabash, 
St. L. & P. Ry. Co. (61 Fed. Rep. 993) recently extended 
the rule so as to declare null and void, as contrary to pub- 
lic policy, an agreement between several railroad compa- 
nies, by the terms of which all their roads were to be ope- 
rated, as to through traffic, as if “ operated by one corpo- 
ration which owned all of them,” and which provided also 
for a division of the gross earnings thereof. The obvious 
purpose of the agreement was to suppress or limit.compe- 
tition, and to establish rates without regard to their rea- 
sonableness. The court therefore properly declared that 
one party to such an illegal agreement, claiming to have 
performed its part thereof, cannot maintain a suit to en- 
force division of earnings by another party thereto, the 
traffic not having been divided. In this decision Brooks 
v. Martin, 2 Wall. 70 was distinguished, and Central Trust 





Co. v. Ohio Cent. R. Co., 23 Fed. Rep. 306, was disap- 
proved. 
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DEEDS—THEIR DELIVERY AND ACCEPTANCE. 





Delivery of a deed is an indispensable element in its 
execution, but' is acceptance by the grantee strictly a 
part of the act of delivery? It is so considered by some, 
on the principle that there can be no completed delivery 
without the participation of the grantee. And this hold- 
ing seems eminently correct. There should be a hand to 
receive as well as one to give. If this be not so, then the 
elementary writers, in giving the essential parts of a deed, 
are defective in omitting to give acceptance a distinct 
and separate elemental place in the definition of a deed, 
for, on all sides. it is granted that acceptance by the 
grantee is necessary. On authority, however, it may 
properly be said that acceptance is not a part of delivery, 
but that delivery makes the deed good against the grantor, 
vesting the estate in the grantee; but such delivery may 
be avoided by the disclaimer or disavowal of the deed by 
the grantee, and thereupon the delivery is avoided, and 
the estate revests in the grantor by the remitter. While 
acceptance is necessary it need not be expressed, it 
may be implied, and it will be implied from many circum- 
stances. The acceptance of a deed need not be expressly 
or affirmatively shown. The establishment of such arule 
would shake innumerable titles. The language of the 
books is that acceptance of a deed is necessary to its ope- 
ration. Perhaps it would be better to say that dissent 
by the grantee must be shown, for in all conveyances 
beneficial to a grantee the assent of the grantee is pre- 
sumed until his dissent be shown, and this because it is 
for his benefit, and it is not deemed likely that one will 
disclaim a benefit; and also it is unreasonable that when 
the grantor has made a deed the estate should still re- 
main in him, and farther, in order to prevent uncertainty 
as to where the freehold is. 

The foregoing statement is based upon the decision 
of the supreme court of appeals of West Virginia, in the 
case of Guggenheimer et al. v. Lockridge et al. (19 8. E. 
Rep. 874), where will be found also, a considerable list of 
valuable cases sustaining the propositions laid down. 








EVERY CONTRACTING PARTY HAS AN ABSOLUTE 
RIGHT TO RELY on the express statements of an exist- 
ing fact, the truth of which is known to the opposite 
party and unknown to him, as a basis of mutual engage- 
ment, and he is under no obligation to investigate and 
verify statements to the truth of which the other party 
to the contract, with full means of knowledge, has de- 
liberately pledged his faith. If the representations were 
fraudulently made with the intent to induce the plaintiff 
to rely upon the fact being as represented, and to act upon 
the belief thus induced, the wrongdoer who succeeds in 
such a purpose is not to be shielded from responsibility 
by the plea that the defrauded party would have discov- 
ered the falsity of the representation if he had pursued 
such means of information as were available to him. 

There are many well-considered cases which sustain 
these propositions, and a considerable number of them 
will be found in the opinion of the supreme court of North 
Dakota, in the case of Fargo Gas & Ooke Oo. v. Fargo 
Gas & Electric Co. (59 N. W. Rep. 1066), from which the 
foregoing statement of the law is taken. 





A PERSON MAY BECOME A PASSENGER BEFORE 
TRANSPORTATION has actually commenced, and before 
he has entered the carrier’s vehicle. This doctrine was 
first announced in the case of Brien v. Bennett, 8 Car. & 
P. 724, where the deféndant’s omnibus was passing on its 
route, and the plaintiff made a signal for the driver to 
stop and take him up. The omnibus was stopped for 
that purpose, and the door opened, but just as the plain- 
tiff was putting his foot on the step, the omnibus was 
driven along, and the plaintiff thereby thrown down and 
injured. It was held that the stopping of the omnibus at 
the plaintiff’s request implied a consent to take him as a 
passenger, and that, thereupon, in attempting to enter 
the carriage, he had the rights of a passenger. The courts 
of this country generally, bave followed this just rule of 
the English courts, and quite recently the supreme judi- 
cial court of Maine added the case of Rogers v. Kennebeo 
Steamboat Co, (29 Atl. Rep. 1069) to the accumulating au- 
thority on this point. 

The court also sustained the reasonable rule that one 
who accepts and uses a free pass as a pure gratuity, on 
condition that he will assume all risk of personal injury, 
must be deemed to have accepted it on that condition, 
whether he reads it or not; and, further, that such a con- 
tract, exempting a carrier from liability, is not prohibited 
by any rule of public policy, in that State, at least, and 
is effectual to exonerate the carrier from liability for the 
negligence of its servant, whereby injury is inflicted upon 
one who uses such a pass. 





A CONTRACT, founded upon a consideration which, 


in whole or in part, is illegal, immoral, or against public © 


policy is void, and will not be enforced at the instance of 
any party toit. Under this rule the court will not assist 
either party to such a contract to enforce it against the 
other, or to recover what he has parted with under the 
contract. The test in determining when it applies to 
a plaintiff is whether his cause of action is founded on or 
arises out of the illegal agreement. If the action is of 
that character, whether it appears from the plaintiff's own 
stating or is shown by way of defense, the plaintiff must 
fail in his action. 

Upon the authority of these well settled rules, the 
supreme court of Ohio, in the case of the Springfield Fire 
& Marine Ins. Co. v. Hull (37 N. E. Rep. 1116) held that 
a contract, the consideration of which, in whole or in 
part, is the suppression of a criminal prosecution, is with- 
out any legal efficacy, either as a cause ot action or as a 
defense to an action not founded on or arising out of the 
agreement. The court also well held that the rule that a 
party who would rescind a contract must restore what he 
has received under it, does not apply to contracts founded 
on an illegal consideration, and void for that reason. 
Therefore, as in the case at bar, where a person is induced 
by threats of a groundless prosecution to accept a less 


sum than is justly owing to him on a policy ot fire insur- 
ance in satisfaction of his claim, and to surrender the 
same, he may maintain an action on the policy for the 
balance due, without returning or tendering back the 
money so received. 





WE FAVOR THE ADMISSION OF WOMEN to the bar. 
because there is nothing in reason or in nature against it. 
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LAW, 


Full text of the Latest Decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts u Com- 
mercial, Corporation and Financial atiiee, and involving Points Practice 
valuable to Commercial Attorneys. 











ACTION ON NOTE—LIABILITY OF INDORSER— 
PRESENTMENT AND DEMAND— 
LIMITATIONS. 





Appellate Court of Indiana. 
HoFFMAN V. HOLLINGSWORTH. 





1. In an action against the indorser of a note, the complaint 
alleged presentment for payment, refusal, notice, and defendant’s re- 
quest to plaintiff not to sue the maker. Held, that defendant’s liabil- 
ity on the note was fixed irrespective of such request, and that such 
request became no part of the contract of indorsement so as to make 
it a verbal contract and barred by the statute because not sued on 
within six years. 

2. To render an inilorser of a note liable, the holder must pre- 
sent the note for payment on the day it becomes due, unless he can- 
not by reasonable diligence do so. 

3. Where the evidence is conflicting, the finding of the trial 
court will not be disturbed. 

Appeal from circuit court, Knox county; G. W. Shaw, Judge. 

Action by Spear 8. Hollingsworth against Christian Hoffman. 
From a judgment for plaintiff, defendant appeals. Affirmed. 

O. H. Cobb forappellant. John T. Goodman and Townsend § Wil- 
helm for appellee. 

Ross, J. The appellee sued the appellant upon his indorsement 
of a promissory note, alleging in his complaint the execution of the 
note, indorsement by appellant, a demand upon the maker, a re- 
fasal to pay and notice to the appellant of the non-payment, and a 
request to appellee by appellant not to sue the maker, because he 
was insolvent, and that he had no property subject to execution. 
It is also alleged that the maker died in the year 1882. To the com- 
plaint the appellant filed an answer in six paragraphs. The first 
paragraph is a general denial; the second, want of consideration 
for the indorsement; the third, payment; the fourth, an agree- 
ment not to sue the appellant on his indorsement ; the fifth, the six- 


years statute of limitations; and the sixth, that the appellee had 
extended the time of payment without the knowledge of appellant. 
Tbr appellant demurred to the second, fourth, fifth and sixth 
paragraphs, of the answer. The demurrers to the second, fourth 
and sixth paragraphs were overruled, and the demurrer to the fifth 
sustained, to which latter ruling appellant excepted. wo alleged 
errors are assigned in this court, namely: First, that the court erred 
in sustaining the demurrer to the fifth paragraph of answer, and 
second, that the court erred in overruling the motion for a new trial. 
‘The note sued on was dated November 15, 1882, was payable in 
bank, and became due sixty days after date. ‘‘ One who transfers 
a negotiable instrument by indorsement warrants the title and 
enuineness of the paper he transfers, and when prosecuted upon 
fis contract of indorsement he is estopped from — the exist- 
ence, legality, or validity of the contract which he transfers, for the 
purpose of defeating his own liability thereon. He warrants that 
the instrument is not ae and is liable upon that warranty if 
any of the names prior to his own be not genuine.” Edw. Bills & 
N., § 274; Alleman v. Wheeler, 101 Ind. 141. If the instrument in- 
dorsed is invalid as to the parties purporting to have executed it 
suit may be brought against the indorser without first having sued 
the makers. Tam v. Shaw, 10 Ind. 469; Davis v. Doherty, 69 Ind. 
11; Wilson v. Binford, 81 ind. 588. The indorser of a negotiable 
instrument warrants the liability of the maker and his ability to 
pay. Earnest v. Barrett,6 Ind. App. 371, 33 N. E. 635; Tam v. 
Shaw, supra; Grimes v. Piersol, 25 Ind. 246; Ward v. Haggard, 75 
Ind. 381: Huston v. Bank, 85 Ind. 21; Pool v. Anderson, 116 Ind. 
88, 18 N. E. 445. Hence the contract of the indorser is that he will 
pay the obligation if the maker fails. The note sued on is payable 
at a bank in this State, and therefore — as an inland bill 
of exchange under section 7520, Rev. St. 1894, and section 5506, Rev. 
St. 1881. De Pauw v. Bank, 126 Ind. 553, 25 N. E. 705, and 26 N. E. 
E. 151. The indorser of such a note undertakes, unless his liability 
is expressly qualified by the indorsement, that if the note is not paid 
at maturity, and he has due notice of its dishoner, he will pay it. 
It seems to be the settled law everywhere that upon the present- 
ment for acceptance or payment of a foreign bill of exchange, where 
acceptance or payment is refused, the holder must protest it in order 
to charge the indorser. But as to inland bills of exchange the rule 
is different, and protest is not necessary except when specially pro- 
vided for by statute. 2 Daniel, Neg. Inst. {| 926, and cases cited. 








In the case of Green v. Louthain, 49 Ind. 139, which was an action 
against the indorsers on a promi note payable at a bank in 
this State, an objection was made to the sufficiency of the complaint, 
and the court says, “The last objection urged to the conplaint is 
that it does not appear therefrom that the note was protested and 
due notice thereof given te the indorsers. No — of the note 
was necessary. All that was required to fix the liability of those 
secondarily liable was a demand of payment and notice of nen pay- 
ment.” Notice of non-acceptance or non payment is necessary to 
make the indorser liable, and in default of such notice the party 
eutitled thereto is discharged. Bronson v. Alexander, 48 Ind. 244; 
De Pauw v. Bank, supra. It is alleged in the complaint under con- 
sideration that the note was presented for payment when due, pay- 
ment refused, and notice of yegt penne iven appellant. This is 
all that was necess to fix the appellant’s liability, under the 
authorities above cited. But counsel insist that appellant’s liability 
as an indorser, under the allegations of the complaint, cannot be de- 
termined from the blank indorsement, for the reason that it is 
alleged that the appellee refrained from proceeding against the 
maker at the request of appellant, and that this request became a 
part of his contract of indorsement; that oral evidence was neces- 
sary to establish such request, hence the entire contract became a 
mere verbal contract, and an action thereon would not lie after six 
years. When it is necessary to resort to oral evidence to establish a 
contract, although a part of the contract be in writing, the entire 
contract is regarded as a verbal one. Tomlinson v. Briles, 101 Ind. 
538, 1 N. E. 63, and cases cited. An action upon a contract partially 
in writing and partially in — is barred by the six years statute 
of limitations. Turnpike Co. v. Shawhan, 107 Ind. 47, 5 N. E. 408. 
The cause of action alleged in the complaint is not predicated upon 
the allegation that the maker was not sued on account of and pur- 
suant to the request of the appellant, but is based upon his indorse- 
ment, unconnected with such request. The failure of the maker to 
pay the note at ee a notice of such non-payment, created 
appellant’s liability. © request not to sue the maker created no 
other or greater liability on appellant’s part than if the request had 
not been made. There was no error in sustaining the demurrer to 
this paragraph of the answer. 


It is next urged that the court erred in overruling the appel- 
Jant’s motion for a new trial. With this motion the appellant filed 
many reasons upon which the motion was based, but as counsel 
have argued — statutory causes, those only need be consider- 
ed, the others being waived. The question now presented, and 
which we are called upon to decide, is, what is meant by a demand 
of payment and notice of non-payment that fixes the liability of the 
indorser? When a note is payable in bank, it is unnecessary that 
payment be demanded of the maker, in the sense of making a per- 
sonal or written demand upon him, in order to bind the indorser. 
Thus, when a promissor makes a note payable at a bank, the only 
demand necessary is that the obligation be at the place designated 
on the day it falls due, and some person there authorized to accept 
payment. ‘' Whatever difference there may be in the cases as to 
the necessity of a demand at the place specified, it is perfectly clear 
that, so far as the place is concerned, a presentment there by the 
holder is always sufficient, and this is true, whether the liability of 
the indorser, maker, drawer, or acceptor is concerned. Nor, in such 
case, is it necessary for the maker himself, or his agent, to make a 
formal demand, for it is sufficient if the note is at the place on the 
day of maturity, ready to be delivered up to any party who may be 
entitled to it on — of the amount due, and if, at the close of 
business hours, the note or bill is still unpaid, these facts alone con- 
stitute a dishonor, and the requisite notice may be given forthwith 
to the proper parties.” 1 Pars. Notes & B. p. 434. It is the duty 
of the maker to be at the bank during business hours and pay the 
same, and if he fails to make payment that fact alone is a dishonor, 
and the holder may notify the indorser and thus fix the liability. 
Bank y. Carneal, 2 Pet. 543. The time when the demand should be 
made, in order to bind the indorser, is the day of the maturity of 
the note. Piatt v. Eads, 1 Blackf. 81; Robinson v. Blen, 20 Me. 109; 
1 Pars. Notes & B. p. 373. While this is the general rule, it has its 
exceptions. With the exception which has been recognized by the 
courts, this general rule has been relieved of much of its harshness, 
and we feel safe in saying that a correct enunciation of the rule now 
is that the holder must present the note for payment on the day it 
falls due, unless it is notin his power, but the use of reasonable 
dilligence, todoso. Bank v. Norton, 22 Conn. 213. Whether or 
not a party has used due dilligence is often a very difficult question 
to be determined, and although it may be shown that, even had the 
demand been made, a refusal would have resulted, yet it has often 
been held that that was no excuse. In Nicholson v. Gouthit, 2 H. 
Bl. 609, Eyre, C. J., said: ‘It sounds harsh that a known bank- 
ruptey should not be equivalent to a demand or notice; but the rule 
is too strong to be dispensed with.” Where the necessary steps to 
fix the liability of an indorser are prevented by some act of his 
which puts the holder of the note oif his guard, the holder is excused 
and liability attaches to the indorser. Bruce v. Lytle, 13 Barb. 
163. But such act must precede the time of the doing of the things 
which would fix the indorser’s liability, for if the indorser is once 
released from liability, on account of the negligence of the holder, 
the subsequent acts of the indorser will not 1evive bis liability. 
‘There are casea where the parties (the holder and the indorser), be- 
for the maturity of the note, have ne settled the degree 
of dilligence to be exercised by the holder, in order to fix the in- 
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dorser’s liability. Schmied v. Frank, 86 Ind. 250. But none of the 
cases hold that after the discharge of the ivdo:ser his liability may 
be revived. Connsel with great earnestness insist that the evidence 
fails to show such dilligence in demanding payment of the maker 
as the law requires to make appellant liable as an inorser. We 
have read the evidence with great care, and while it is undisputed 
that the note was not at the bank where made payable, at the time 
it fell due, and that demand for payment of the maker was not made 
until several days after its maturity, there is evidence tending to 
show that the note was not protested because — told ap- 

llee ‘“‘not to proceed to collect it, but to try and work it out of 
dgeon.” The appellant, however, denies that he ever told the 
appellee not to sue on the note, or to try and “work it out of Pid- 
geon.” Ifthe appellee was induced by appellant to forego taking 
the steps necessary to fix appellant’s liability as an indorser, that 
was a waiver by appellant of the necessity for taking such steps, 
and his liability attached the same as if the appellee had proceeded 
as the laws directs. Whether or not there was such a waiver was a 
question to be determined from the evidence. The evidence upon 
that question is conflicting. The court having believed that favor- 
able to appellee, and disbelieved that favorable to appellant, this 
court cannot disturb the finding. As the record comes to us, it ap- 
pears that all the equities of this controversy are in favor of the 
appellee, and, the appellant having failed to show prejudicial error, 
the judgment will have to be affirmed. Judgment affirme/. 








CARRIERS—INJURY TO FREIGHT—DEGAEE OF 
CARE—PLEADING—NEW TRIAL 





Supreme Court of Missouri, Division No. 2. 
E. O. STANARD MILLING Co. V. WHITE LINE CENT. TRANSIT Co. 





1. Under a stipulation in a bill of lading that the company 
‘agree to forward” and deliver the freight to the consignee, “ the 
damages incident to railroad transportation, loss or damage by fire 
or the elements while at depots excepted,” the company is not liable 
for damages from those causes at depots where the cars containing 
the freight, stop while in motion. 

2. The permitting to be read in evidence a bill of lading to show 
freight charges is not error, though its effect was not limited to that 
purpose, when no instruction to so limit it was asked. 

3. A railroad company is only bound to use the same diligence 
to save freight stored in its warehouse, at its destination, from fire, 
as it uses to save its own property, where the shipper has been noti- 
fied that jt is held subject to his order and at his risk. 


4. In an action against a common carrier for the loss of freight, 
stored in its warehonse at its destination subject to the shipper’s 
order, where plaintiff alleges that defendant negligently permitted 
it to be burned, the burden is upon him to show that fact. 


5. Testimony that the defendant owned the building in which 
the fire started that destroyed defendant’s warehouse wherein plain- 
tiffs flour was stored, and had leased it toa lard company, whose 
use of it made it dangerous to defendant’s warehouse, situated near 
it, was inadmissible where defendant’s negligence in that respect 
was not pleaded. 


6. A court may grant a new trial for causes not assigned in the 
motion therefor. 


Appeal from St. Louis circuit court. 


Action by the E. O. Stanard Mining Company inst White 
Line Central Transit Co. From an order granting plaintiff a new 
trial, defendant appeals. Reversed. 


‘ Everett W. Pattison, for appellant. Campbell § Ryan, for respond- 
ent. 


BurGEss, J. This is an action against defendant on its common 
law liability as a common carrier. The petition alleges that defend- 
ant ‘is a common carrier for goods for hire, and as such received 
from plaintiff certain flour to be carried to New York, and there de- 
livered to plaintiff.” It also avers that defendant carried the flour 
to New York, but did not deliver it to plaintiff, but stored it; that 
it reached its destination on the 27th, 28th and 30th days of March, 
1889, and was, on the 19th of April, 1889, while in defendant’s pos- 
session, by reason of the failure of defendant to exercise reasonable 
and ordinary care of the flour while so stored, destroyed and lost to 
plaintiff. The value of the flour at the time of its destruction is al- 
leged to be $2,542.50. Defendant, in its answer, admits the receipt 
and transportation of the flour; that it arrived at defendant’s termi- 
nal depot in New York as alleged, and at the times mentioned in 
plaintiff's petition, but avers that it was transported under a spe- 
cial contract. It then, by way of defense, alleges that the contract 
exempted it from liability for loss or damage by fire while at depots ; 
that on the next business day after the arrival of each shipment de- 
fendant gave plaintiff notice of such arrival, and that the flour was 
ready for delivery to plaintiff’s order, and notified it that, if the 
flour was not removed within twenty-four hours, it would be stored 
at plaintiff's risk ; that plaintiff did not remove the flour, nor order 
it delivered within the twenty-four hours; that thereupon defend- 





ant stored the flour, and held it without charge to plaintiff until it 
was destroyed by fire. The answer then denies all allegations of 
negligence, and then sets up by way of counterclaim its demand for 
freight on the flour, amounting to $261, which it avers plaintiff has 
never paid. Plaintiff, by way of reply, denied all allegations in the 
answer. 

The evidence showed the following state of facts: That the flour 
arrived at the Sixteenth street station of the New York Central & 
Hudson River Railroad Company, which was defendant’s terminal 
depot in New York, on the respective days mentioned in the peti- 
tion ; that from and after its arrival defendant was ready to deliver 
it, lighterage free, at any point where plaintiff might order it de- 
livered, on either side of the Hudson river or of the East river, or 
at Staten Island; that within twenty-four hours after the arrival of 
the flour, plaintiff was notified of its arrival, that it was ready for 
delivery, and that, unless an order was given for delivery within 
twenty-four hours thereafter, it would be stored at the risk of the 
owner, and defendant wonld no longer be liable as carrier; that by 
the custom prevailing in New York goods coming over the railroad 
lines consigned to persons in that city were permitted by the com- 
panies to remain at their depots, without charge to the consignees, 
until the latter should order them delivered ; that plaintiff gave no 
order for the —— of this flour until after its destruction by fire 
on April 19th, though it was held by defendant awaiting such order 
from 20 to 22 days, and that no payment or tender of the charges for 
transportation was ever made. The flour was all stored in the freight 
house on Pier D. This pier was entirely destroyed by the fire, as 
well as all but a small portion of its contents. Sach portion of its 
contents as were removed were taken from the eastern or entrance 
end, where a space of about 40 feet was cleared, mostly on the north 
side. The freight hone on this pier was a two-story Yuilding. The 
upper floor contained but flour—a hundred car loads or more—and 
here two thirds of plaintiff’s floar was stored. The remaining 
third was stored on the lower floor, on the south side, and 300 feet 
from the eastern or entrance end of the building. The contents of 
the building when it burned were 263 car loads of freight. A large 
proportion of this was flour, of which there were 21,215 barrels and 
1,151 sacks, or between 120 and 130 car loads. Two of plaintiff’s wit- 
nesses, Haskell and Briggs, testified that it would have taken, under 
the most favorable circumstances, two days to remove the contents 
of this on That it would have taken a whole day to clear the 
lower floor, and to do that it would have required extraordinary fa- 
cilities. Between Fifty-ninth and Sixtieth streets there stood a 
double four-story brick building, owned by the N. Y. C. R. R. Co.. 
and divided by a three-foot party wall, the south half being occu- 
pied by the Rossiter Storage Company, the north half by the Wil- 
cox Lard Company, a lessee of the railroad company, and an occu- 
pant of the building for seven or eight years prior to the fire; that 
this portion of the building was filled with fatty substances, the 
upper story containing tanks filled with oil, the floor being satu- 
rated therewith; and tbat the fire bad broken out in an u = 
of this building about February, 1888. The fire commen tween 
3 and 4 o’clock in the afternoon, in the soutbern, or Wilcox half, of 
this building, which was usually called, as a whole, the ‘‘ Rossiter 
Building.” © railroad et had no control of this hemo 
or any part of it. While the fire was burning in the southern half 
of this building, it communicated to the shed situated on the pier 
at the foot of Fifty-ninth street and consumed it, with its contents. 
After that the fire broke out in the northern half of the Rossiter 
building. From the Rossiter building it communicated to Elevator 
A, from that to Elevator B, and from B to Pier D, where the fire was 
stayed. The duration of the fire seems to have been between five 
and six hours, The various witnesses whose testimony was intro- 
duced by plaintiff vary somewhat 1n their estimates, as they do also 
as to the time at which the successive buildings took fire, and the 
length of the intervals between the ignition of the successive build- 
ings. It seems to have been from four to four and a half hours after 
the first alarm that Pier D took fire. When the fire was first dis- 
covered it was not anticipated that it would extend as far north as 
Pier D. The officers of the fire department assured the officers of 
the railroad company that they would save the pier, and that they 
would have no need of moving the freight; that they would only be 
in the way, and, if left alone, they would save the pier. The fire 
chief expected at first to confine the fire to the building in which it 
had its origin. While Elevator A was on fire, and after Elevator B 
had caught, which was about three hours after the fire was first dis- 
covered, they expressed the conviction that there wag no danger to 
the pier. Sparks and cinders, however, from the burning building 
were falling all over the yard. The danger from this source was met 
by defendant ; first, by brie men with water and with brooms 
on the roofs of all the freight houses, and by running hose so as to 
play on the elevators and other burning buildings; secondly, by 
running the cars which were standing in the southern part of the 
_ near the fire, up northwardly out of danger. While Elevator 

was buroing, and after Pier D was threatened, as much freight 
as possible was removed. The yy put all of its own men, and 
as many men as it could hire from the crowd of bystanders, at work 
rolling out bales, boxes, barrels, and other freight. They worked 
about an hour, but did not succeed in clearing more than 40 feet of 
the north side of the eastern end. While the evidence showed that 
| oe ora nde property was all consumed by the fire, it also showed that 
efendant did save a part of its own property; but it did not show 
that the defendant’s servants or agents neglected property in its care 
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in order to save the property of the company, or that any more care 
was exercised to save its own property than to save that which was 
in its keeping belonging to others. 

At the close of plaintiff's evidence defendant asked the court to 
give the following instructions in the nature of a demurrer to the 
evidence: ‘“‘ Upon the pleadings and the evidence offered by plain- 
tiff the jury are instructed that plaintiff is not entitled to recover.” 
The instruction was refused, and defendant duly excepted at the 
time. The only instruction as to which any question is raised in 
the court is No. 1, given at the instance of the plaintiff, and 5, 6, 
and 7 for defendant. Instruction No. 1, given at the instance of the 
plaintiff, is as follows: ‘‘(1) The court iostructs the jury thas, 
though they may find from the evidence that the origin of the fire 
which destroyed the flour was accidental, yet, if they believe from 
the evidence that the flour might have been saved by reasonable 
efforts by defendant or its employees, then the defendant is liable 
for the loss; and the jury are instructed that the degree of effort, 
care, and foresight required of defendant was such as might reason- 
ably be expected of persons of ordinary common sense and prudence, 
engaged in like business, and under the exigencies of the situation, 
as shown by the evidence.” The remaining three were given at the 
instance of defendant, and are as follows: ‘‘(5) The jury are in 
structed that the defendant was bound only to exercise such care 
with reference to all the property in its charge as a man of ordinary 
prudence would have exercised under all the circumstances of the 
case as shown by the evidence, and it was not bound to exercise any 
more care to save the property of plaintiff than tosave the property 
of other persons in its charge or its own property. And ifthe jury 
believe from the evidence that defendant did exercise proper care, 
as above explained, the verdict must be for the defendant. (6) The 
jury are instracted that the defendant was not bound to single out 

laintiff’s flour. and save it, before all others. The most that could 
required of defendant was that it should nse such diligence and 
make such efforts to save the property generally in its care as would, 
under all the circumstances, be reasonable. If, with such efforts 
and diligence, it could eave only a part of the property in its care, 
plaintiff has no right to complain because its property was not a 
part of that saved. (7) It is not for the defendant to prove that it 
did exercise due care, but for plaintiff to prove that it did not; that 
is, the burden of establishing that defendant did not exercise proper 
care, as explained in the previous instructions, rests upon the plain- 
tiff.’ Instraction numbered 8 was asked by plaintiff, and refused 
and reads as: follows: ‘‘(8) The court instructs the jury that after 
the arrival of the flour in New York, and while in its warehouse, 
the defendant was under obligation to og the flour in a reason- 
ably safe place; and if you believe from the evidence, in view of 
all the circumstances in evidence, that the railroad company did not 
keep it in a reasonably safe place, and as a result thereof the flour 
was destroyed, then you will find a verdict for the plaintiff.” Under 
the evidence and instructions of the court, the jury found a verdict 
against plaintiff for damages, and- for defendant against it for the 
fuli amount of the counterclaim, $268.83. Plaintiff in due time filed 
its motion for a new trial, alleging the f llowing grounds therefor: 
First, the action of the court in overruling plaintiff's request to be 
rmitted to read the cross-examination of witnesses Haskell and 
riggs; second, the fact that defendant was allowed, on cross-cx- 
amination of E. O. Stanard, to bring out before the jury incompe- 
tent, irrelevant, and immaterial evidence ; third, that the court ad- 
mitted incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial evidence offered by 
the defendant; fourth, that the court erroneously sustained defend- 
ant’s objections to proper and competent evidence offered by the 
plaintiff; fifth, that improper instructions were given by the court, 
and proper instructions refused ; sixth, that the verdict of the jury 
was against the law and the evidence, and the weight of the evi- 
dence. The motion was sustained, and the judgment on the verdict 
was set aside, on two grounds: First, that the bills of lading were 
improperly admitted in evidence; and, second, that the instruction 
numbered 5 was erroneous, to which action of the court defendant 
duly excepted, and in due time perfected its appeal. 


This beiog an appeal from an order of the court granting a new 
trial, nothing can be considered by this court save and except the 
grounds set forth in the order of the court for sustaining the motion 
as appears from the reoord, and the grounds set forth in the motion 
itself. As the evidence was in favor of the appealing party, he is 
not in a position to complain of any adverse ruling of the court prior 
thereto, and only such matters as occurred during the trial will be 
passed upon as are necessarily involved in the consideration of the 

uestions raised in the motion for a new trial, and in the order of 
the court grantiog it; and if for any one or more of the causes thus 
assigned the new trial was properly granted, the judgment must be 
affirmed otherwise reversed. That the court had the inherent power 
to set aside the verdict and _— a new trial for the causes assigned 
in the order, independent of the motion for a new trial, is now well 
settled law. Hewitt v. Steele (Mo. Sup.) 24 8. W. 440; Lovell v. 
Davis, 52 Mo. App. 342, and authorities cited. The first ground upon 
which the order granting the new trial was sustained, as appears 
from the record, was that the court erred in admitting illegal evi- 
dence on the part of the defendant. This is also plaintiff's third as- 
signment in the motion to set aside the verdict. This action of the 
court was predicated upon itsruling in admitting in evidence,over the 
obje tion of plaintiff, the bills of lading offered by defendant. One 
of them is here given in full, the two being exactly alike as to the 
number of barrels carried. It is as follows: 
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RECTIONS. ‘ 
Defendant’s first contention is that the bills of lading were ad- 
missible in evidence for all purposes, and when thus admitted they 
showed that by their terms 1t was exempted from loss or damage by 
fire while at depots, and that, as the loss was occasioned by fire after 
the arrival of the flour at the depot in New York, by the terms of 
the contracts it was relieved from any liability as common carrier. 
That the liability of a common carrier may be limited or modified 
by express contract seems clear. New Jersey Steam Nav. Co. v. 
Merchants’ Bank, 6 How. 382; Moses v. Railroad Co., 24 N. H. 90. 
But it is equally clear that losses or a occasioned by negli- 
nee cannot be stipulated against; and if there be a reasonable 
oubt as to the construction of the contract, that it is to be con- 
strued strictly and most strongly against the carrier. As was said 
in Barter v. Wheeler, 49 N. H. 31: ‘‘We think, also, to justify the 
finding of the discharge of a common law liability by the assent or 
agrsement of the consignor, and especially by means of a bill of 
lading, which is the act of the carrier alone, the terms ought to be 
explicit and unequivocal, and doabtful expressions ought to be taken 
most strongly against the carrier; and such we think has been the 
— doctrine, both in English and American courts.” 2 Redf. R. 
. (6th Ed.) p. 123, § 17; Nicholas v. Railroad Co., 89 N. Y. 370; 
Holsapple v. Railroad Co., 86 N. Y. 275; Elliott v. Railroad Co. 
(Super. Buff.) 11 N. Y. Supp. 691. The bills of lading provide that 
the defendant company agree to “forward with as reasonable dis- 
patch as their general business will permit to station, and 
there deliver unto consignee, or next common carrier if destined to 
a point beyond the line of this company’s road, upon payment of 
freight and charges; the damages incident to railroad transporta- 
tion, loss or dam by fire or the elements, while at depots, ex- 
cepted.” It is by no means clear that the depots excepted included 
the depot at the point to which the flour was to be — and es- 
vee when taken in connection with the words, ‘damages inci- 
ent to railroad transportation,” which seem to have reference to 
damages incurred while in transit. Construing the bills by the rule 
announced in the — authorities, we must hold that the words 
‘‘ while at depots” only refer to the depots at which the cars con- 
taining the flour ne be stopped while en route to New York. If, 
however, the bills of lading were admissible in evidence for any pur- 
pose, there was no error committed in permitting them to be readin 
evidence to the jury. They were, we think, admissfble in evidence 
in support of defendant’s counterclaim. In fact they were the best 
evidence at defendant’s command, as they showed the rate of freight 
to be paid defendant for the transportation of the flour. Defendant 
had the right to introduce all the legitimate evidence that it saw 
proper and that its counsel —— necessary in support of its 
counterclaim, and this even though it may have theretofore intro- 
duced other evidence pay oe to the same matter; and, if plaintiff 
thought the effeet of the freight bills ought to have been limited, 








514 THE AMERICAN LAWYER 








the court would have given an instruction so limiting them, if he 
had been asked to doso. Garesche v. St. Vincent’s College, 76 Mo. 
332; Wright v. Gillespie, 43 Mo. App. 244. 

Another cause assigned by the court for settin 
dict was that it committed error in giving the fifth instruction at 
the request of defendant. This instruction is criticised because it 
is argued that it is liable to the construction that defendant was 
under no more obligation to try to save the plaintiff’s property in 
its care than it was to save ite own property. It told the jury that 
defendant ‘‘was not bound to exercise any more care to save the 

roperty of other persons in its charge than of its own property.” 

t was admitted by the stipulation filed that goods coming into New 
York over the lines of the various railroads terminating at said city 
and consigned lighterage free to persons doing business in said city, 
asin this case, were permitted to remain, without charge to con- 
signees, at the depot and stations of said railroad ——— in said 
city, until ordered by the respective consignees to be delivered to 
the railroad company, or until ordered by the company to remove it. 
The liability of the defendant as a common carrier ceased, after the 
arrival of the flour at its destination, and its discharge from the cars. 
Thus it was held in Holtzclaw v. Duff, 27 Mo. 395: *‘ After the hemp 
[shipped over the H. & St. J. R. R.] reached the terminus of the 
road, and was removed from the cars, a different and less onerous 
obligation was assumed, and they became liable as warehousemen 
and forwarding agents, and as such were only bound totake 1 eason- 
able care of the property, and were only answerable for losses occa- 
sioned by their fault or negligence.” This is the rule announced in 
Gashweiler v. Railway Co., 83 Mo. 112, in which the Holtzclaw Case 
is cited with approval. See. also, Cramer v. Express Co., 56 Mo. 
528; Ang. Carr (2d Ed.) § 302, 304. When the flour was removed 
from the cars and stored, defendant occupied the relation towards 
plaintiff of warehouseman, and was only answerable for loss occa 
sioned by the want of ordinary care and skill. Gashweiler v. Rail- 
way Co., supra. The wantof ordinary care is said to be gross negli- 

ence. McCan v. Rutherford, 84 Mo. 84; Gray v. Packet Co., 64 Mo. 

7. Under the gratuitous bailment existing, the defendant was only 
liable for gross negligence, the true test of which is whether the de- 
fendant took the same care of plaintiff's property as it did of its own. 
Whitney v. Bank, 55 Vt. 154. This is the measure of defendant’s 
duty as presented by this instruction, whieh seems to us to in effect 
say that defendant was not bound to exercise — greater degree of 
care to save the property of plaintiff in its custody than a person of 
ordinary care and prudence might reasonably be expected, under 
similar circumstances, to take care of and save his own property. 
There was no error in giving the instruction. 

Another cause urged why the court might and should have set 
aside the verdict and granted plaintiff a new trial is that it commit- 
ted error in giving instruction No.7 at the request of defendant, 
which imposed upon plaintiff the burden of proving defendant did 
not exercise proper care. Sherman & Redfield, in their work on 
Negligence (4th Ed. § 57), state the rule as follows: ‘“‘ The burden 
of proof in an action for negligence rests upon the plaintiff. * * * 
It is certainly the duty of plaintiff to prove affirmatively that the 
defendant had been negligent. It is not enough for him to prove 
that he has suffered damage by reason of some act or omission of 
the defendant. He must prove that the defendant, in such act or 
omission, violated a legal duty incumbent upon him.” In case where 
@ bailee has neglected to deliver property to the bailor on demand, 
and uo allegation is made by the plaintiff in an action as for a con- 
version of the property that it has been lost or destroyed by reason 
of the negligence of the defendant, the burden of proof rests on the 
defendant to account for the property. Goodfellow v. Meegan, 32 
Mo. 280; Wiser v. Chesley, 53 Mo. 547. But if the plaintiff al- 
leges in his petition what has become of the «property, and 
avers that it was lost or destroyed through negligence or careless- 
ness on the part of the bailee, the burden of proof rests upon him. 
In Read v. Railroad Co., 60 Mo. 199, which was an action against a 
carrier whose bill of lading exempted it from loss by freezing, the 
court says: ‘‘ When the loss of the goods is established, the burden 
of proof devolves upon the carrier to show that it was occasioned 
by some act which is recognized as an exemption. This shown, it 
is prima facie an exoneration, and he is not prepared to go further, 
and prove affirmatively that he was guilty of no negligence. The 
proof of such negligence, if negligence is asserted to exist, rests 
upon the other party.” The doctrine in this case was reaffirmed in 
Davis v. Railway Co., 89 Mo. 340, 1S. W. 327, and sgain in Witting 
v. Railway Co., 101 Mo. 631, 639, 14 S. W. 743. So far as this ques- 
tion is concerned, it is not easy to discover any distinction between 
the Witting case and the case at bar. The court in that case says: 
“‘{t must therefore be taken as the established law of this State 
that, when the cause of action stands on the —— of negligence 
on the part of the carrier, the burden of proof is on the part of the 
plaintiff. The authorities cited are not all agreed as to the ground 
upon which the rule stands. The true reason, it seems to us, is that 
negligence is g positive wrong, and will not be presumed, though it 
may be inferred from circumstances. When the carrier brings him- 
self within the exemption, he need go no further to relieve himself 
from his liability as insurer. The party who founds his cause of 
action upon negligence must be prepared to establish the assertion 
by proof.” In Otis Co. v. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co., 112 Mo. 622, 20 8. 
W. 676, it was held, in an action against a railway company for the 
loss of property from fire, wherein, it was agreed that the bill of 


aside the ver- 


from loss thus occasioned, the plaintiff, to entitle him to recover, 
must show that the fire was the result of the company’s negligence, 
and the burden of proving such fact rests uponbim. We must there- 
fore rule this point against the plaintiff. . 

On objection being made by defendant, the testimony of wit- 
nesses for plaintiff, Gicquell and Haskell, tending to prove the 
ownership by the railroad of the building in which the fire started ; 
that it had been leased to the Wilcox Lard Company for seven or 
eight vears; that it was so used and in such condition as to be very 
inflammable and dangerous in the freight yard; that it had caught 
fire about a year before the fire which destroyed plaintiffs property ; 
and that the lard company, after the last fire, moved its works some 
distance away; and that tre storage house then stood where the old 
building stood—was excluded by the court, in which it is contended 
that error was committed. It is argued that this evidence was ad- 
missible for the purpose of showing negligence upon the part of the 
defendant in storing the flour in a place where it might reasonably 
have been apprehended that it was in danger from fire; and that 
defendant, by the exereise of reasonable diligence, might have saved 
the flour after-the fire started. With respect to the first objection 
under this point, the cause of action is predicated upon the failure 
of defendant to exercise reasonable ont ordinary care of said flour 
while it was stored, by reason of which it was consumed by fire. 
The petition alleges that defendant “ stored the flour in a warehouse 
owned and managed by the defendant,” and “‘ that defendant failed 
and neglected to exercise reasonable care of said flour while so 
stored.” No place is to be found in the petition where it is averred 
that by reason of ite proximity toa retinirg establishment, or for 
any other reason, the warehouse was nota safe one in which to store 
the flour. The evidence was clearly inadmissible under the allega- 
tions in the petition, and was properly excluded. Yarnell v. Rail- 
way Co., 113 Mo. 570, 218. W. 1. ft had no tendency whatever to 
show that the warehouse itself, by reason of its infirmities or man- 
ner of constraction was unsafe, which was theeffect of the averment 
in the petition. Nor was the evidence of the removal of the Wilcox 
Lard Comp any’s Works, after the fire, and the rebuilding of a ware- 


house on the same site immediately subsequent to the fire, compe- ° 


tent to show that defendant knew it should never have permitted 
such business to be carried on in its freight yards. Such evidence 
was not admissible to show negligence on the part of the defendant 
in failing to store the flour in a suitable warehouse, for that must be 
made out by proof of the condition of the warehouse in which the 
flour was stored. Brennan v. City of St. Louis, 92 Mo. 488, 28. W. 
481; Mitchell v. Plattsburg, 33 Mo. App. 555; Alcorn v. Railroad 
Co., 198 Mo. 81, 18S. W. 188; Mahaney v. Railroad Co., 108 Mo. 
191, 18 S. W. 895. And it is not claimed that it was not reason- 
ably safe on account of any infirmities that it possessed. Defendant, 
under the evidence as disclosed by the record, was in no way respon- 
sible for the fire in the first place, and seems to have Gone every- 
thing poss ble with the agencies at its command after it had broken 
out, to stay its progress, and to protect its own property, and that 
which was under its control. We cannot say that the verdict was 
not for the right party, nor do we think that it was properly set 
aside for either of the causes a-signed in the order of the court, or 
motion for a new trial. As there is nothing in the record which war- 
ranted the court in granting a new trial, its order in so doing is set 
aside, and the cause remanded, with direction to the court below 


to enter up judgment on the verdict in favor of the defendant. All 
concur. 








Law journals in all parts of the coantry have discussed with 
varying comments the case of Schellenberger against Ransom, re- 
cently decided by the Supreme Court of Nebraska. If for no other 
reason, the case would be remarkable, because the Nebraska Su- 
preme Court, after deciding the cage in one way, granted a re-argu- 
ment, and after holding the matter under consideration for nearly 
three years, rendered an exactly contrary decision to that first an- 
nounced. The main question discussed was as to whether a father 
who had murdered his daughter would inberit her property. The 
New York Court of Appeals in the well nown case of Riggs against 
Palmer, held that there was no legislation providing for such a 
case, yet the courts as a matter of public policy would not allow a 
person to inheret the property of the one whom he had murdered. 
The opinion at that time , rendered by Judge Earl of the Court of 
Appeals, was regarded as a noteworthy one, and was commended b 
many lawyers as laying down a necessar) and proper rule, althou 
not feunded upon any law passed by the Legislature. The 
Nebraska court at first followed that decision, but now the judges 
have come to the more conservative opinion that in the absence of 
acts by the Legislature they cannot overturn the established rule of 
descent and deprive a criminal of the property which he acquires 
through the murder of a relative. There is much proper criticism 
of some attempts by the court to legislate on matters which should 
properly be acted upon by the Legislature, but in this instance the 
allowing of a profit to a criminal trom the perpetration of a murder 
is 80 opposed to public policy and natural justice that the New 





York decision will undoubtedly still be followed, in spite of the 





lading contained an exception exempting the company from liability 





criticisms to which it has been subjected by Ohio and Nebraska 
courts, 
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ABATEMENT AND REVIVAL. 


Pendency of an action in another State between same parties, 
and for same cause of action, does not abate an action in 
this State. Sandwich Manuf’g Co. v. Earl, (Minn.) 57 N. W. 
Rep. 938; Mexican Cent. R’y Co. v. Charman, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 24 8. W. — 958. 

Supplementary pcm or ings are not a bar to a creditor’s bill to 
set aside a fraudulent 7 ' a by the judgment debtor. 
Taber v. Matz, (Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 39. 

Writ of attechment is not abated by death of the defendant, 
where the action is revived against his administrator. Dow 
v. Blake, (lll. Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 761. 


ALTERATION OF INSTRUMENTS. 


A note which, after execution, is secured by mortgage, is not 
materially altered by red ink memorandum to that effect 
made ov the margin without maker’s knowledge. Yost v. 
leas Steam Engine Co., (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 


Such memoranda of amount of interest due and the result- 
ant total, and of a check number, proved by testimony 
of bank cashier to be often used, and to form no part of 
the note, are not material alterations. Same case. 

Insertion of place of a note after delivery is a material altera- 

tion. Winter v. Pool, (Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 411. 

Where issue is whether the place of payment was inserted 
in a note after delivery, eviden e that other notes exe- 
cuted by other persons to the same payee were left blank 
as to the place of payment is inadmissible. Same case. 

APPEAL.—See also Error. 


Admission of incompetent evidence is harmless error where 
there is other evidence sufficient to sustain the verdict. 
Monant v. Woed, (Colo. App.) 35 Pac. Rep. 58. 

So, too, admission of incompetent evidence where there was 
sufficient competent evidence to sustain jury’s finding. 
Haskell ». Northern A. R. Co., (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 595: 
74 Haun. 380; 56 N. Y. 8. Rep. 303. 

An — from order granting new trial must be dismissed if not 
taken within time presented by statute. Nelson v. Donovan. 
Past. 

An — will not be from an order refusing to vacate an order 
striking a statement on — from the files. Sutton v. Symons, 
(Cal.) 35 Pac. Rep. 158. 

Nor from an order granting motion for judgment on the 

leading. Nelson v. Donovan, (Mont.) 35 Pac. Rep. 227 

An — will be dismissed because of defect in the — bond, until 
such defect has been adjudged, and opportunity given ap- 
pellant toamend. Miller a. Vermurie, (Wash.) 35 Pac. Rep. 
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Appellee may have — dismissed when appellant fails to appear 
on call of the cause. Holmes v. Boston § P. R. Lumber Co., 
(S. C.) 18 8. E. Rep. 889. 

And appellant’s counsel not being in attendance, and no 
one bein oy om to represent appellant on such call, 
the — will be dismissed. Davis v. Days, (S.C.) 188. E. 
Rep. 886. 

Denial of motion for a new trial is not subject to review in 
federal appellate courts. Litile Josephine Min. Co. v. Fuller- 
ton, (Cir. Ct. App.) 58 Fed. Rep. 521. 

In action on a recognizance, it cannot be objec ed for the first 
time on — that the ee was not filed by the clerk 
of the court. People v. Robb, (Mich.\ 57 N. W. Rep. 257 

Motion for new trial is addressed to the discretion of the justice 
presiding at the trial, and his decision is final on all ques- 
tions of fact. Hill v. Greenwood, (Mass.) 35 N. E. Rep. 668. 

Objection that the ordinance under which the special assess- 
ment is made is void for uncertainty comes too late when 
first raised in supreme court. Kelly v. City of Chicago, (Ill. 
Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 752. 

Objection to a certified statement of a pension agent as evi- 
dence, on the ground that it was not shown to be genuine, 
cannot be mad- for the first time on —. Doan v. Dow, (Ind. 
App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 709. 

On second trial of a cause, it is not error to give instruction, 
the refusal of which on first trial, had led toa reversal. 
Galveston, H. § 8. A. R’y Co. v. Smith, (Tex. Civ. App.) 35 


One who, after appealing from a decree in his favor, voluntarily 
accepts the benefits of the decree, is precluded from present- 
ing his—. Harte v. Casteller, (Neb.) 57 N. W. Rep. 381. 

Party cannot obtain a suspensive — from a judgment on a rule, 
which carries into execution a cane seal rendered. 
State v. Ellis, (La.) 14 So. Rep. 308. 

Pleadin g in bar a judgment in another action is not inconsistent 
with an — taken by defendant from the judgment so 
a, Brewster v. Wooster, (Super. N. Y.) 726 N. Y. 

upp. 912. 

Ruling quashing a summons, and setting aside the service, is a 
final order, reviewable in the supreme court. Newberry v. 
Arkansas, K. § C. R’y Co. (Kan.) 35 Pac. Rep. 210. 

To permit expert to testify that an act forbidden by statute is 
negligent is harmless error. Thompson v. Johnson Bros. Co., 
(Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 298. 

Undertaking given on application for stay of proceedings pend- 
ing — is of no effect where sureties fail to justify. Carter 
v. Hodge, (Super. Buff.) 27 N. Y. Supp. 219, 6 Misc. Rep. 
575; 57 N. Y. 8. Rep. 785. 

Validity of plea in abatement which was excepted to, cannot 
be raised for the first time on —. Pfeuffer v. Burns, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 8. W. Rep. 36. 

Verdict rendered on conflicting evidence will not be disturbed 
on—. Woodruff v. Syracuse B. § N. Y. R. Co., (Sup.) 26 
N. Y. 8. Rep. 421, 73 Hun. 296; 58 N. Y. St. Rep, 79. 

When appellant fails to appear on call of case, or to file argu- 
ment, as required by rule of court, the — will, on respond- 
ent’s motion, be dismissed. Bank of Marion v. Everett, (8. 
C.) 188. E. Rep. 891. 


ATTACHMENT. “ 


Attaching plaintiff, though without fault, cannot be relieved 
because of a newspaper’s failure to publish the summons 
for the required time. Yerkes v. McFadden, (N. Y. App.) 36 
N. E. Rep. 7; 141 N. Y. 136; 56 N. Y. S. Rep. 672. 

It is no defense to action on — bond that the property seized 
was mortgaged, and the — therefore void. Union Mercan- 
tile Co. v. Chandler, (Iowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 595. 

Lien of — is not lost by dismissal of the — suit, where the 
order of dismissal is afterwards vacated. Jaffray v. H. B. 
Claflin Co., (Mo. Sup.) 24 8. W. Rep. 761. 

Such lien is not waived ms proceeding to judgment and exe- 
cution sale of attached goods pending appeal with super- 
sedeas, from order dissolving the —. 
(Mont. ) 35 Pac. Rep. 515. 

Persons actually in the State engaged in professional work, are 
not “non-residents,” with meaning of Code Civil Proc., 
§ 537, 538, authorizing — in eertain cases. Egerier v. Juch, 
(Cal.) 35 Pac. Rep. 432. 

Where — bond stipulates for reasonable attorney’s fee as part 
of costs, such fee may be allowed in addition to — 
for full penalty of the bond. Union Mercantile Co. v. Chand- 
ler, (lowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 595. 


BILLS AND NOTES.—See Negotiable Instruments. 


CARRIER. 


A — is liable for injury to goods shipped, though they were im- 
properly loaded by the consignor, if the loading was appar- 
ent to the ordinary observation of the — servants. McCarthy 
v. Louisville § N. R. Co., (Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 570. 

At common law, a railroad company is under no obligation as a 
— to afford accommodation to hackmen for a transaction of 
their business of carrying passengers to and from depots. 
New York Central § H. R. R. Co. v. Sheeley, (Sup.) 27 N. Y. 
Supp. 185. 

Where such company offers to allow all hackmen the same 
privileges at its depot on payment of a certain compen- 
sation, court will not enquire into the reasonableness of 
same. Same case. 

\Common — has the right by special contract to limit its liability 
to injuries received on its own line. Texas § P. Ry Co. v. 
Smith, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 S. W. Rep. 565; Gulf, C. § 8. F. 
Ry. Co. v. Clarke, (Tex. Civ. App.) 2s 8. W. Rep. 355. ; 

Heavy and unprecedented traffic does not relieve a— from liabili- 
ty for breach of contract to furnish cars at a certain time. 
Gulf, C. 8. F. Ry. Co. v. Hume, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. 
Rep. 915. 

In action against a — for injuries to live stock, evidence is ad- 
missible that plaintiff overloaded the car, though it was not 
as large as the one he bad ordered from the company. Texas 
§ P. By. Co. v. Klepper, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 567. 

Measure of damages for delay in shipment of cattle is the dete- 
rioration in their value from shrinkage and loss of weight 
caused by such delay. Gulf C. § S. F. Ry. Co. v. Hume, 
(Tex Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 915. 

Passenger is not, by mere acceptance of a ticket, bound by a 
special provision therein limiting the liability of — for loss 
of baggage. Lecnowitzer v. Humburg-dmerican Packet Co., 
(City Ct. N. Y.) 27 N. Y. Supp. 140; 6 Misc. Rep. 536; 57 N. 
bey 


. 862. 


Ryan v. Maxey, 


Release of express company from liability for negligence in 





8S. W. Rep. 668. 


transportation of property is void as against public policy. 
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tea v. United States Express Co., (Pa. Sup.) 28 Atl. 
ep. 448. 
Statute requiring — to feed and water, “sufficiently,” live 

stock in transit, is not too indefinite to carry a penalty. 
Gulf, C. § S. F. Ry. Co. v. Gray, (Tex. Civ. App.) 248. W 
Rep. 837. 

CHATTEL MORTGAGE. See Mortgage. 

CONTRACT. 


A — by lessor of land to pay certain sum toa third person for 
furnishing water to cattle herded on the land is not without 
censideration moving to the lessor. Osmundson tv. Thompson, 
(Iowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 863. 

A written — may be modified by subsequent parol agreement. 
Maher v. Davis § Starr Lumber Co., (Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 
357. 

Complaint in action on — need not allege that it was in writing, 
since such fact will be presumed if necessary to the validity 
of the —. McCann v. Pennsk, (Cal.) 35 Pac. Rep. 158. 

Courts will not permit recovery on a transaction — public 
policy, even if its invalidity be not specially pleaded. 
Sheldon v. Pruessner, (Kan.) 35 Pac. Rep. 201. 

Fact that blank spaces as to amounts are left in an agreement 
does not render it incomplete, when they can be supplied 
from the agreement itself. Wilson v. Samuels, (Cal.) 35 Pac. 
Rep. 148; Id. 559. 

In action for money demand on a — the complaint must be that 
the debt is due and unpaid. Jaqua v. Shewalter, (Ind. App.) 
36 N. E. Rep. 173. 

In action on — which was not performed within time limited 
therefor, the burden: of proof is on plaintiff to excuse the 
delay. Anderson v. Stettz, (Sup.) 27 N. Y. Supp. 65; 75 Hun. 
347; 56 N. Y. S. Rep. 769. 


CORPORATION. 


A — organized by citizens of New York under laws of another 
State and doing business in New York only, will be recog- 
nized as a valid — in New York. Lancaster v. Amsterdam 
Imp. Co., (N. Y. App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 964; 140 N. Y. 576; 55 
N. Y. S. Rep. 69. 

National bank is liable for fraudulent representations by cashier 
to another bank as to a customer’s financial responsibility 
Nevada Bank v. Portland Nat. Bank, (Cir. Ct.) 59 Fed. Rep. 


338. 

Pledge of capital stock by transfer in blank on back of the cer- 
tificate, which is pinned to the note secured, is valid in 
respect to form. McClintock v. Central Bank, (Mo. Sup.) 24 
S. W. Rep. 1052. 

President of a — has no authority, by virtue of his office, to 
execute a cognovit. Raub v. Blairstown Creamery Asa’n., (N. 
J. Sup.) 28 Atl. Rep. 384: Cook v. Same, Id. 

No presumption of president’s authority to execute a cog 
novit arises from his attaching a common paper seal, 
and stating in his certificate, ‘“‘witness the corporate 
seal of said defendant.” Same case. 

Purely charitable —, established by the State, is not liable for 
negligent or malicious acts of its servants. Williams v. 
Louisville Industrial School of Reform, (Ky.) 24 8. W. Rep. 


1065. 

Stockholder may sue to enforce a claim of the — against the 
managing officer for division of funds, when its assignee in 
insolvency refuses to do so. Streight v. Junk,.(Cir. Ct. App.) 
59 Fed. Rep. 321. 


DAMAGES. 


Compensation may not be allowed for ‘‘inconvenience” as well 
as injury suffered from negligence. Jensen v. Chicago, St. 
P.M. § O. Ry. Co., (Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 359. 

Failure to charge, on the measure and elements of—, in a per- 
sonal injury case, is no cause for reversal when no charge of 
the kind was requested. Gulf, C. § 8. F. Ry. Co. r. Unison, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 956. 

Failure of railroad company to build a ditch along its right of 
way, as it had convenanted in the deed therefor, renders it 
liable to grantor only for the actual — resulting. Moorman 
Seattle $i. Ry. Co., (Wash.) 35 Pac. Rep. 596. 

In action for breach of contract plaintiff cannot recover exem- 

lary —. Thomas v. Peterson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. 
ep. 1125. 

In action for personal injuries, complaints made by plaintiff to 
his physician of pain at the point of the alleged injury are 
admissible. Aryman v. City of Marshalltown, (lowa) 57 N. 
W. Re 


. Rep. 867. 

Judgment will not be reversed to enable appellant to recover 
nominal —. Ady v. Freeman, (Iowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 879. 
Nor ajudgment disallowing —, where, at most, only nominal 

— could be recovered. Schwartz v. Davis, (Iowa) 57 N. 
W. Rep. 849. 

Punitive — may be awarded, though there was no actual malice, 
where defendant was guilty of such carelessness as consti 
tuted a wanton publication of a falsehood. Smith v. Mat- 
thews, (Super. Buff.) 27 N. Y. Supp. 120, 6 Misc. Rep. 162. 





EQUITY. 


Lease will not be reformed in —, so as to make it conform to 
another lease, where both leases have the same legal effect 
- aw construed. Liggett v. Shira, (Pa. Sup.) 28 Atl. 

p. 218. . 

Motion to frame issues for a jury after case had been marked for 
— six weeks, and after jury had been excused, was 
gg —~ for laches. Bourke v. Callahan, (Mass.) 35 

. E. Rep 


When suit is heard on bill and answer, the allegations of fact in 
the bill that are denied in the answer are to be taken as dis- 
proved, and the averments of fact in the answer stand ad- 
mitted. United States v. Trans-Missouri Freight 4ss’n., (Cir. 
Ct. App.) 58 Fed. —_ 58. 

Where deed is made partly for love and affection, the dispropor- 
tion between the money consideration and the value of the 
land, raises no presumptions against its validity. Oliver v. 
Smith, (Ga.) 18 8. E. Rep. 527. 


ERROR.—See also Appeal. 


ASSIGNMENT OF.—Appellant cannot assign error to the over- 
ruling of his demurrer to a counter claim, where the court 
found in his favor as to the issues raised thereby. J. Painter 
& Sons Co. v. W. H. Metz Co., ({nd. App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 27. 
An — is waived by not discussing it. Franklin Water, Light 

§ Power Co. v. Rouse, (Ind. App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 29; Ben- 
nett v. Seibert, (Ind. App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 35. 

An — that the judgment is contrary to the evidence and the 
law is too general to raise any question for review. 
Fuller v. Follis, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 368. 

— in a mere general form is insufficient to raise an 
question on appeal. Mara v. Bucknell, (lowa) 57 N. W. 
Rep. 876. 

So, too, — that the court erred in overruling demurrers 
is too general. Dillingham v. Teeling, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 24S. W. Rep. 1094. 

Joint — by both defendants in relation to instractions can- 
not be considered unless the assignment is good as to 
al joininginit. Town of Ladoga v. Linn, (Ind. App.) 
36 N. E. Rep. 159. 
And such — by two defendants to court’s ruling on 

separate demurrer of one of them, presents no ques- 
tion for appellate court. Same case. 

WRIT OF.—Action of lower court in refusing a continuance 
cannot be reviewed. Davis v. Patrick, (Cir. Ct. App.) 57 
Fed. Rep. 909. 

In order to enable supreme court to review a judgment of 
district court on a proceeding in erro: from justice’s 
court, the petition in error on which the district court 
acted must be incorporated in the record. Lean v. An- 
drews, (Neb.) 57 N. W. Rep. 401. 

Where appeal has been dismissed for failure to take it 
within the required time, a — will lie if such writ is 
taken within one year from date of decree, under Code, 


§ 592 Omaha Loan § Trust Co. v. Ayer, (Neb.) 57N. 
W. Rep. 567. 
ESTOPPEL. 


Grantee of land in fee is not estopped from disputing the title 
of his grantor. Wenzel v. Schultz, (Cal.) 34 Pac. Rep. 696. 

Mere silence on part of riparian owner, during erection of fac- 
tory on the stream, does not estop him to enforce his right 
to have the water flow in its natural purity. Indianapolis 
Water Co. v. American Strawboard Co., (Cir. Ct.) 57 Fed Rep. 


1000. 

Though a deed of wife’s land executed by husband is not bind- 
ing on her separate estate, it is binding on the husband. 
Smith v. Powell, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 1109. 


EVIDENCE.—See also Trial. 


Burden of proof that a mortgagor was of an unsound mind when 
he executed a mortgage is on the oe disputing its 
validity. Youn v. Lamont, (Minn.) 57 N. W. Rep. 478. 

Clerk in store who examines bills of goods bought, and knows 
their cost, is competent to give opinion as to their value. 
— v. St. Paul Fire § Marine Ins. Co., (8. D.) 57 N. W. 

. 919. 

Bvidense of cost at the quarry, of stone used in construction of 
a bridge, is not competent toshow its inferior quality. Board 
Comm’rs Carroll County v. O'Connor, (Ind. Sup.) 35 N. E. 
Rep. 1006. 

Judicial notice cannot be taken by supreme court of the ad- 
jouriument of the term of the district court. Baker v. Knott, 
(Idaho) 35 Pac. Rep. 172. 

On issue as to whether a certain loan was usurious, — that the 
lender made usurious loans to other ple is inadmissible. 
Hartman v. Evans, (W. Va.) 18 8. E. Rep. 810. 

Parol — 1s competent to explain a receipt where the ope 
are expressed in intomplete terms. D. M. Usborne § Co. v. 
Stringham, (S. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 776. 

But not admissible to show that grantee in warranty deed, 
with covenants of title, took his chances of vetting 
a Warren v. Clark, (Tex. Civ. App.) 248. W. Rep. 





e title 
696 


f fac- 
right 
japolis 
1 Rep. 


bind- 
band. 


when 
ng its 
knows 


value, 
N. W. 


tion of 
Board 
N. E. 
he ad- 
Knott, 


iat the 
ssible, 


5 Eng 
Uo. v. 


r deed, 
etting 
'. Rep. 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 517 








Photographs of a locality need not be proved by the photog- 
rapher who took them, to be accurate, but any eye witness 
of the locality may verify their accuracy. Nies v. Broad 
head, (Sup.) 27 N. Y. Supp. 52: 75, Han. 555. 

Recital in deed that it is made in consideration of a certain 
sum, ‘‘and pursuant to the conditions of a ce: tain bond,” 
warrants the conclusion that the bond mentioned was a 
title bond of the land. Kingman v. Holthaus, (Cir. Ct ) £9 
Fed. Rep. 305. 

Secondary — is competent, to support a plea as in abatement, 
only when record — is shown to be unavailable. Wood- 
ward v. Stark, (8. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 496. 

Nor can allegation of pending contest before land depart- 
. ment be — by parol, until better — is shown to be 
unavailable. Same case. 

Silence of party against whom damaging facts are called out in 
—, is not equivalent to an admission of their truthfu'ness. 
Enos v. St. Paul Fire § Marine Ins. Co., (8. D.) 57N. W. 
919. 

Transcript of judgment from circuit court of Indiana, duly 
authenticated by proper officers, is admissible in —, though 
it does not show that it was sigued by the presiding judge. 
Dean v. Stone, (Okl.) 35 Pac. Rep. 578. 

Writing specially prepared for the purpose of comparison is in- 
admissible on « question of genuineness. Hickory v. United 
States, 14 Sup. Ct., 334. 

EXCEPTIONS, BILL OF.—See also Appeal. 

A — filed after expiration of the time allowed for filing cannot 
be considered on appeal, even thongh filed with the ‘‘con- 
_ of parties.” Dorman v. Cuon, (Mo. Sup.) 24 8. W. Rep. 

3L. 


Evidence not preserved by a — cannot be considered on appeal. 
Mara v. Bucknell, (Iowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 876. 

There is no authority for a — emboijying the evidence on a 
hearing by a couuty board to remove a county officer. Hop- 
kins v. Scott, (Neb.) 57 N. W. Rep. 391. 

EXECUTION. 

Fact that a levying officer did not know that a bill of sale to 
the — debtor was intended as a mortgage, does not render 
the levy effective. Voorhees v. Hennessy, (Wash.) 34 Pac. 
Rep. 931. 

Judgment creditor of a partner cannot take on — any sp cific 
article of the partnership property, but must levy on the 
interest of the partner in the entire assets. Blumenfield v. 
Seward, (Miss.) 14 So. Rep. 442. 

Sale of separate parcels of land in a lump, in violation of Comp. 
Laws, § 5144, does not render the sale absolutely void. 
Power v. Larabee, (N. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 789. 

Where land is sold under —, the title of the purchaser is good 
as against one holding a contract of purchase from the 
judgm nt debtor, with the terms of which he has refused 
tocomply. Spra/t v. Livingston, (Fla.) 14 So. Rep. 160. 

FRAUDS, STATUTE OF. 

Agreement to share ia the profits or losses of a contemplated 
speculation in real estate does not involve such interest in 
the property as requires a writt:n contract under the —. 
Ostrander v. Snyder, (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 263; 73 Hun. 378; 
57 N. Y. S. Rep. 289. 

Contract for employment for a certain number of weeks, ‘‘per- 
haps a year,” is not a contract to employ for a year, within 
the —. Swain v. Thompson, (City Ct. N. Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 
539; 6 Misc. 209; 56 N. Y. S. Rep. 524. 

The —is no defense to an action on an executed contract. Lager- 
felt v. McKie, (Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 281. 

The — is not impunged by a parol partition of lands between 
tenants in common. Wolf v. Wolf, (Pa. Sup.) 28 Atl. Rep. 
164 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES. 

Conveyance of land to purchaser’s wife is not fraudulent as to 
his creditors where it is not shown that he was insolvent at 
the time. ames v. Dorsett, (Ill. Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 735. 

Fact that a general assignment was made to prevent persons 
then suing the assignor from getting full satisfaction of 
their claims, does not of itself show an intent to hinder, 
delay, and defraud creditors. Davis v. Howard, (Sup.) 26 
N. Y. Supp. 194; 73 Han. 347; 55 N. Y. 8. Rep. 762. 

Fact that plaintiff purchased goods suld under a trust deed in- 
tending that the grautor should have them, would not ren- 
der the sale void as to the grantor’s creditors. Clark v. Coz, 
(Mo. Sup.) 248. W. — > 221. 

Judgment on a debt is conclusive against the debtor in an action 

y the judgment creditor to set aside a conveyance by the 
debtor as fraudulent. Taber v. Matz, (Wis.) 57 N. W. Rep. 
39. 

That a conveyance in honest payment of a real debt is brought 
about by the action of other creditors in pressing their 
claims does not make it fraudulent. McAllister v. [onea, 
(Miss.) 14 So. Rep. 264. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. 

Action for permanent injuries to community real] estate must be 
brought by — jointly. Parke v. City of Seattle, (Wash.) 
35 Pac. Rep. 594. 


Deed of community property by a surviving wife, though exe- 
cuted before she qualifies as survivor, conveys the whole 
community estate, if it is not delivered until after she qual- 
ifies. Culp v. Jones, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 1133. 

In Oregon a conveyance to — creates an estate by entirety. 
Noblitt v. Beebe 35 Pac. Rep. 248, 23 Ore. 4. 

In order to charge husband for necessaries sold to his wife, it 
must affirmatively — that the goods were sold on hus- 
band’s cred t. Ehrick vr. Bucks, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 27N. Y. 
Supp. 217, 7 Misc. 118; 57 N. Y. S. Rep. 540. 

Married woman is rot liable on her covenants of warranty in a 
deed unless the conveyance is for the benefit of her separate 
property, or fur necessaries for herself and children. Baird 
v. Patillo, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 813. 


INFANT. 


Deed made by —, and revoked by him within three years after 
attaining his majority, passes no title. Mette v. Feligen. 
(Ill. Sup.) 36 N. E. Rep. 81. 

That an act done by an — after attaining majority may consti- 
tute a ratification of a « ontract, it is not necessary that the 
— know her right to repudiate it. American Mortgage Co. 
of Scotland v Wright, (Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 399. 

A mortgage given by an — is ratified by her paying the in- 
terest coupon notes, after attaining majority. Same 


case 
Where father snd his minor children joined in a petition to ap- 
int a trustee, the fact that they all appeared by attorney 
is not a fatal defect. Brandon v. Carter, (Mo. Sup.) 248. 
W. Rep. 1035. 


INSTRUCTIONS.—See Trial. 
INTEREST. 


Fee bills do not draw —. Keifer v. Summers, (Ind. Sup.) 35 N. 
E. Rep. 1803. 

Higher rate of — expressly reserved to be paid after maturity is 
recoverable if not prohibited by statute. Sheldon v. Pruess- 
ner, (Kan.) 35 Pac. Rep. 201. 

Where judgment is recovered for a tort, it should draw — at 
the rate fixed by law at the time it was rendered, and not 
at the rate fixed at the time the tort was committed. Gulf, 
Tg S. F. Ry. Co. v. Gray, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 S. W. Rep. 


JUDGMENT. 


A — not entered within the time provided by law is not for that 
reason void. Brown r. Porter, (Wash.) 34 Pac. Rep. 1105. 

It is no ground for reversal of a— that it was not entered until 
ten days after an order was made, denying a motion for new 
trial. Voorhies v. Hennessy, (Wash.) 34 Pac. Rep. 931. 

Motion to open default for failure to serve complaint will not 
be granted, where the moving papers do no disclose a cause 
of action against defendant. Phillips v. Equitable Life As- 
sur. So., (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 522; 56 N. Y. S. Rep. 298. 

On motion to reverse a — by default for a defective return of 
the summons, the sheriff may amend his return, and if the 
amended return be good, the court may overrnle the motion. 
Anderson v. Doolittle, (W. Va.) 18 8. E. Rep. 726. 

Where final account of a natural tutrix is nomologated by a — 
awarding a specific money —, it is res judicata between the 
parties. Smith v. Lewis, (La.) 14 So. Rep. 221. 

JURY. 


Appellate court cannot say that one who formerly dealt in ‘‘hop 
tea” was incompetent as a jurer. Vaughn v. State, (Ark.) 
24 S. W. Rep. 885. 
A juror may be excused for a cause made known to the 
judge out of court. Same case. 
Court’s rejection of a talesman is no ground for new trial. 


me case. 

Where appellant failed to object to a juror, his re-examina- 
tion after acceptance is no ground for reversal. Same 
case. 


MARRIED WOMEN.—See Husband and Wife. 


MASTER AND SERVANT. 


Burden is on plaintiff of showing that his employer was negli- 
gent in hiring a fellow-servant whose incompetency caused 
plaintiff’s injuries. Roblin v. Kansas City, St. J. § C. B. R. 
Co., (Mo. Sup.) 24 S. W. — 1011. 

In action for personal injuries, the defense of assumption of the 
risk by plaintiff is an affirmative defense and must be 
pleaded. Nieolous v. Chicago, R. I. § P. R. Co., (lowa) 57 
N. W. Rep. 694. ; 

Railroad company is liable for death of brakeman caused by 
negligence of the engineer or conductor. Perdue v. Louis- 
ville §& N. R. Co., (Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 366. 

Servant does not assume risks incident to the failare of the 
master to cover cogwheels and provide belt shifters as re- 
quired by Laws 1890, c. 398, § 12. Knisley v. Pratt, (Sup.) 
26 N. Y. Supp. 1010; 75 Hun. 323. . 

Whether a fellow. servant, in the circumstances of the case, was 
acting as vice-principal, is a question of fact. Kansae City, 





Ft. 8. § M. Ry. Co. v. Hammond, (Ark.) 24 S. W. Rep. 723. 
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MORTGAGE. 

One holding judicial — has no claim to the surplus arising 
upon sale under foreclosure of a first —. Denegre v. Mushet, 
(La.) 14 So. Rep. 348. 

Power of sale in a real estate — is not terminated by death of 
mortgagor. Rielly v. Phillips, (S. D.) 57 N. W. Rep. 780. 

Trustees in deed of trust must act in person, and not by agent. 
Morris v. Virginia State Ins. Co., (Va.) 188. E. Rep. 843. 
Where such deed contains no provision as to the place of 

sale, the trustee may select one, and either party not 
satisfied with his decision may apply to equity for in- 
structions prior to sale. Same case. 

Where, on foreclosure of two mortgages, a decree on one is 
erroneous, the costs of. the erroneous decree cannot be paid 
from the proceeds of the sale. Sheldon v. Pruessner, (Kan.) 
35 Pac. Rep. 201. 

CHATTEL.—A mortgage of cattle, as between the parties, 
covers the increase, though there is no special provision to 
that effect. First Nat. Bank v. Western Mort. § Inv. Co., 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 24 S. W. Rep. 691. 

Fact that affidavit attached to a — state that it ‘‘ was” in- 
stead of “is” made in good faith does not affect its 
validity. Vincent v. Snoqualine Mill. Co., (Wash.) 35 
Pac, Rep. 396; Parkev. Lacy Machinery Co.v Same. Id. 
So, too, fact that notary before whom the affidavit was 

made fails to specify therein his place of residence, 
this being given in certificate thereto to same in- 
strument. Same cases. 

In absence of fraud, failure to file a — does not render it 
void as against subsequent’ mortgagee. Davis v. Bow- 
man, (Or.) 35 Pac. Rep. 264. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 

Existence of a hole in a sidewalk for two or three weeks is suf- 
ficient to charge the town with notice thereof. Foels v. 
Town of Tonowanda, (Sup.) 27 N. Y. Supp. 113; 140 N. Y. 
162; 36 N. E. Rep. 437; 55 N. Y. S. Rep. 254. 

Legislature may authorize assessment of city taxes on the basis 
of the tax roll of the county for the preceding year. Win- 
gate v. Ketner, (Wash.) 35 Pac. Rep. 591. 

Purchasers of municipal bonds are charged with knowledge of 
all the requirements of the statute under which they were 
issued. People’s Bank v, School Dist. No. 52,(N. D.) 57 N. 
W. Rep. 787. 


NEW TRIAL. 
Affidavit for—on newly discovered evidence, must show that fail- 
ure to produce it before the trial was notdue to want of dili- 
ence. Barton v. Laws, (Colo. App.) 35 Pac. Rep. 284. 
Bassevery of evidence merely cumulative is no ground for a 
—. Bryson v. Chicago, B. § Q. Ry. Co., (lowa) 57 N. W. 
Rep. 430. ' 
Nor are jurors’ affidavits showing that verdict was a 
compromise on conflicting opinions. Same case. 

Affidavit that a witness for adverse party, being drunk, told 
affiant that a fellow witness was paid for testifying as he 
did, shows no ground for —. Bryson v. Chicago, B. § Q. Ry. 
Co. Supra.’ : 

Motion for — may be filed in the recess as well as in open court, 
and, when so filed, it may be acted upon by the judge at 
any time during the term. King v. Sears, (Ga.)18 8. E. Rep. 
830; Sears v. King. Id. ; 

Officer in charge of the jury can testify what he heard said and 
saw done by the jury in jury room, to show that verdict 
was decided by lot. Wright v. Abbott, (Mass.) 36 N, E. Rep. 
62 


On motion for — as to the whole case, court may grant it in 
part and deny it ia part, thereby leaving its former deter- 
mination upon a portion of the issues to remain. Duff v. 
Duff, (Cal.) 35 Pac. Rep. 437. ; 

On — it is proper to exclude evidence on the issues formerly 
determined, and as to which a — has not been granted. 
Same case. 
NEGLIGENCE. 

Burden of proving contributory — is on the defendant. 
Eddy, (Mo. Sup.) 24 8. W. Rep. 746. 

In action for injuries caused by — it is not necessary that plain- 
tiffs allege that they were free from contributory —. House 
v. Meyer, (Cal.) 35 Pac. Rep. 308. 

It is sufficient that the complaint allege generally,— on de- 
fendant’s part. Same case. 

In — cases the onus is on the plaintiff to show not only — on 
part of defendant, but absence of — on his own part. Pitts- 
burg, C., C. § St. L. Ry. Co. v. Bennett, (Ind. App.) 35 N. E. 
Rep. 1033. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 

Notice of dishonor should describe the dishonored paper with 
such particalarity as will apprise the person to whom it is 
eo of the instrument in question. odson v. Taylor, (N. 

. Sup.) 28 Atl. Rep. 316. 

Protest of negotiable note on the third day of grace is not pre- 
mature. Cary-Lombard Lumber Co. v. Firat Nat. Bank, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 24 8. W. Rep. 702. 


Card v. 





Renewal notes do not extinguish the orginal debt, but merely 
extend the time of payment, and all collaterals pledged fur 
the payment remain as security, notwithstanding the ex- 
tension. Holland Trust Co. v. Waddell, (Sup.) 26N. Y. Supp. 
989; 75 Hun. 104; 56 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 868. 

The words ‘“‘negotiable without offset” in a note, do not prevent 
offset as against payees, but merely fix terms of negotiation. 
Aulitman § Taylor Co. v. Shelton, (Iowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 857. 


PARTNERSHIP. 

A — is liable for goods furnished a partner in his own name, 
which were used in a building erected under a contract 
with the —. Hahig v. Layne, (Neb.) 57 N. W. Rep. 539. 

Creditor of an insolvent — may set aside a sale by surviving 
partners of the firm property in payment of a partner's in- 
dividual debt. Hill v. Draper, (Ark.) 248. W. Rep. 1075. 

Garnishment to secure claim against a — cannot be maintained 
against a partner individually. Jones v. Langhorne, (Colo. 
Sup.) 34 Pac. Rep. 997. 

In action against several as partners, where a cause of action is 
proved against one only, a judgment may be rendered 
against him. Gen. St. c. 66, § 266. Bunce v. Newell, (Minn.) 
56N. W. Rep. 160. 

Where horses are necessary for carrying on the business of a 
firm in the ordinary way, the hiring of a horse for such 
purpose by one partner binds the —. Sweet v. Wood, (R. I.) 
28 Atl. Rep. 335. 

Where member of a — sells goods of the —, the — may bring 
suit for the price, though the purchaser thought he was 
dealing with such member individually. Gilbert v. Lichten- 
berg, (Mich.) 57.N. W. Rep. 259. 

PLEADING, 

Amendment to declaration in trespass, naming an entirely dif- 
ferent tract from that described in the writ, should not be 
alowed. Wolf r. Wolf, (Pa. Sup.) 28 Atl. Rep. 164. 

Answer will not be held frivolous where the question as to wheth- 
er it sets up a defense or not requires argument. Exchange 
Fire Ins. Co. of N. Y. v. Norris, (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 828; 
74 Hun. 527; 57 N. Y. S. Rep. 191. 

Each alteroative averment in a disjunctive complaint must 
state a sufficient cause of action: Curran v. Olmstead, (Ala.) 
14 So. Rep. 398. 

Error in striking out parts of a complaint is waived by subse- 
quent filing of ameaded complaint. Collins v. Scott, (Cal.) 
34 Pac. Rep. 10835. 

Exception to ruling sustaining demurrer is not lost by leave to 
amend being granted, the amendment not having been 
made. O'Halloran v. Marshall, (Ind. App.) 35 N. E. Rep. 
826. 

Facts alleged or admitted in —, when material, will control, 
rather than the conclusions of the pleader. Spargue v. Ro- 
maine, (Neb.) 57 N.-W. Rep. 523 

Fact that same allegation which forms basis of partial de- 
fense is embodied in the complaint does not take from it 
the character of new mat.er. Petrakion v. Arberly, (Com. 
Pl. N. Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 731. , 

Failure to object to evidence at the time it is offered, on ground 
that it is not within the —, is a waiver of the objection. 
Domachke v. Metropolitan El. Ry. Co., (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 
840; 74 Hun. 442; 57 N. Y. 8. Rep. 189. 

In action at law on a note, a prayer in the answer that the 
note may be delivered up and cancelled is wholly inadmis- 
sible, as being a prayer for equitable relief. Boggs v. Wann, 
(Cir. Ct.) 58 Fed. Rep. 681. 

It is not abuse of judicial discretion to refuse leave to file ad- 
ditional pleas, when such leave is asked for seventeen 
months after issue joined, and only three days before trial. 
Dow v. Blake, (ill. Sap.) 35 N. E. Rep. 761. 

No defense is stated by an allegation that plaint ff is indebted 
to defendant in a certain sum when the origin or nature of 
.indebtedness is not stated. Camplin v. Eads, (Ky.) 248. 
W. Rep. 1068. 

No error is committed in overruling a joint demurrer to several 
paragraphs of a — if one of such paragraphs is sufficient. 
Lime City Bidg. Loan § Sav. Ass’n v. Black, (Ind. Sup.) 35 
N. E. Rep. 829. 

Objection that an allegation in the complaint is indefinite 
should be raised by motion to make more specific, rather 
than by demurrer. Hindman v. Timme, (Ind. App.) 35 N. 
E. Rep. 1046. 

Plaintiff, by joining in a demurrer, does not waive an objection 
that is frivolous. Wyckoff, Seamans § Benedict v. Bishop, 
‘Mich.) 57 N. W. Rep. 170. 

Plea of another action pending, filed after tris] on the merits, 
may be disregarded. Maxwell v. First Nat. Bank, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 24S. W. Rep. 848. 

Where answer in action on note is made with knowledge that 
it is false, it will be stricken out as sham. Fletcher v. 
Byers, (Minn.) 57 N. W, Rep. 139, 

PRACTICE. 


Answers and other pleadings, except.in cases of injunction, can 
be filed only at rules or in court. Zell Guano Uo, Heatherly, 
(W. Va.) 188. E. Rep. 611. 
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Defendant, having asked for affirmative relief, has a right to 
proceed for this, provided his pleadings are sufficient, un- 
affeeted by plaintiffs dismissal of his action. Giraud v. 
Ellis, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 S. W. Rep. 967. 

Error in refusing to strike out plaintit’s evidence after he bas 
rested is waived by the introduction of evidence by defend- 
ant. Manufacturers’s Accident Indemnity Co. v. Dorgan, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 58 Fed. Rep. 945. 

Party may in open court, thoes writing, consent to the re- 
duction of a verdict in his favor, and the noting of his con- 
sent by the clerk on the journal is sufficient evidence there- 
- and cannot be questioned. Lewis v. Wilson, 14 Sup. Ct. 

p. 419. 

Service of copy of petition which does not contain a caption or 
address to the court is not cured by service of citation with 
it which contains the title to the court. Lukis v. Allen, 
(La.) 14 So. Rep. 186. 


RECEIVER. 


Property in hands of a —, acting under the orders of the court, 
cannot be seized by acreditor. State r. Ellis, (La.) 14 So. 
Rep. 308. 

Where the order appointing a — is in force, refusing to appoint 
“ successor on the death of the — is error. Smith v. Harris, 
(Ind. Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 984. 


SALE. 


Coutract for — of charcoal, indefinite as to quantity and as to 
time, is binding on the purchaser, as to the amount actual- 
ly delivered and accepted. McColl v. Jackson Iron Co., 
(Micb.) 57 N. W. Rep. 578. 

In action for breach of warranty on the — of a machine, evi- 
dence that purchaser could have remedied the defects if he 
had known how. is immaterial. Aultman § Taylor Co. v. 
Sheldon, (lowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 857. 

Where assignee of an insolvent sells articles of machinery situ- 
ated ou realty belonging to insolvent, there is no implied 
warranty that sach articles are not fixtures. Johnson v. 
Laybourne, (Minn.) 57 N. W. Rep. 933. 

Where goods were bought in name of corporation which was 
never organized, by one who represent:d himself as mana- 
ger of the alleged corporation, the seller was not divested 
of title. Wyckoff v. Vicarz, (Sup.) 27 N. Y. Supp. 103. 

Whether a warranty is waived is a question of fact for the jury. 
Hayden v. Houyhton, (Tex. Civ. App.) 248. W. Rep. 803. 


TRIAL. 


Admission of testimony after the case is closed is within court’s 
discretion. Wicke v. Iowa State Ins. Co., (lowa) 57 N. W. 
Rep. 632. 

Demurrer to the evidence may be entertained on a trial by the 
court without a jury. Chicago Lumber Co. v. Merrimack 
River Sav. Bank (Kan. 34 Pac. Rep. 1045. 

Failure to submit a question to the jury is not error where no 
request therefor was made. Szhwabeland v. Holahan, (City 
Ct. N. Y.) 26N. Y. Sapp. 880. 

it cannot be objected for first time after verdict that the jury 
were permitted to take papers with th-m on retiring, when 
counsel knew of it at the time. Zeibold v. Foster, (Mo. Sup.) 
24 8. W. Rer. 155. 

Party by whom evidence was offered may afterwards withdraw 
it, with the permission of trial court. Fuller rv. Jamestown 
St. Ry. Co., (Sup.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 1078; 75 Hun. 273. 

INSTRUCTIONS.—In —it is harmless to assume a fact testified 
to and uncontradicted. Bonner v. Green, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
57 N. W. Rep. 386. 

Trial will not be reviewed if no exceptions were taken when 
the charges were read to the jury. Leviv. Fred, (Neb.) 
57 N. W. Rep. 386. 
Trial based on facts not in evidence are properly refused. 
Kansas Inv. Co. v. Carter, (Mass.) 36 N. E. Rep. 63. 
So, too, on — which assumes a material fact. Rettig vr. 
Fifth Ave. Transfer Co., (Supp. N. Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 
896 


So, too, one assuming that to be a fact as to which 
there is conflicting evidence. Bell v. Washington 
Cedar Shingle Co. (Wash.) 35 Pac. Rep. 405. 

It is not error to instruct the jury that the party on whom 
the burden rests is required to establish his cause of 
action by # “fair preponderanee of the evidence.” Alt- 
ehuler v. Coburn, ( — 57 N. W. Rep. 836. 

Where an — is correct so far as it goes, the party who de- 
sires a fuller statement waives objection by failure to 
ask therefor. Hindman v. Timme, (Ind. App.) 35 N. E. 
Rep. 1036. 

VERDICT.—A finding that all the averments of a complaint, 
down to and in luding a certain averment, are true, is suf- 
ficiently explicit. heelock v. Godfrey, (Cal.) 35 Pac. Rep. 
320, 


A — on foreclosure of railroad mortgage, declaring a lien on 
a part, instead of the whoie, of the railroad, is void, 
and not amendable. Farmers’ Loan § Trust Co. v. 
Chandler, (Ga.) 18 S. E. Rep. 550. 


Additional findings of fact cannot be made after entry of 
final judgment. Los Angeles County v. Lankershire, 
(Cal.) 35 rac. Rep. 153. 

One of a series of special findings cannot be singled out for 
the purpose of overth'owing a general —. Ohio g M. 
Ry. Co. v. Heaton, (Ind. Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 687. . 

Special finding that the negligence of the injured person is 
in doubt, for want of evidence, is incons stent with a 
general — for plaintiff. Bryson v. Chicago, B. gf Q R. 
Co., (lowa) 57 N. W. Rep. 430. 

USURY. 


Notes given when there was no — law are not usurious, no mat- 
ter how much past interest be embraced in them as a part 
of the principal. Neal v. Reynolds, (Ga.) 18 8. E. Rep. 530; 
Reynolds v. Neal. Id. 

Sale under chattel mortgage securing a usurious loan will be 
enjoined Clover v. Silverman, (Super. N.Y.) 26 N. Y. Supp. 
779; 58 N. Y. 8. Rep. 137. 

Usury is a personal defense, and c:n Be interposed only by the 
borrower or his legal representative. Moses v. Home Bldg. 
§ Loan Asa’n., (Ala.) 14 So. Rep. 412. 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER. 


Notice of a void jadgment and sheriff’s sale of the land works 
no estoppel on on» purchasing from the owner. McCracken 
v. Flanagan, (N. Y. App.) 36 N. E. Rep. 10; 141 N. Y., 174; 
56 N. Y. 8. Rep. 688. 

Plea of total failure of consideration cannot be interposed in an 
action for the purchase money on an executed contract for 
the sale of land. Warren v. Clark, (Tex. Civ. App.) 248. 
W. Rep. 1105. 

Purchasers in possession under a general warranty deed from 
the vendors cannot defend an action for the price on the 
ground that plaintiffs made false representations as to their 
title. Hanna v. Savage, (Wash.) 35 Pac. Rep. 127. 

Record of conveyance from the grantee in an unrecorded deed 
is not constructive notice to a subsequent purchaser from 
a ger — Ward v. League, (Tex. Civ. App.) 24 


Where a contract in which time was the essence was fully per- 
formed by one party, he could require performance by the 
other after the time. Robbins v. Morgan, (Minn.) 57 N. W. 
Rep. 799. 








The English Court of Appeals has decided an important ques- 
tion in international law The action was brought by the Republic 
of Chile against the London and River Plate Bank, for the return 
of a number of bars of silver put up i 4 President Balmaceda as se- 
curity for advances made by the bank. Balmaceda was defeated 
on August 28, 1891, and had finally resigned by noon on August 29, 
Prior to this loan the bank had advanced moneys to B. 
and as to these there was no claim by the Chilean Government. 
But on August 29 the bank advanced more than $500,000 to Balma- 
ceda, and this loan the Government of Chile claimed shou!'d be null 
and void, inasmuch as Balmaceda had been defeated before the ad- 
vance wasmade. The bank claimed that it had no knowledge or 
certain mode of ascertaining whether Balmaceda had been over- 
thrown at the time it made the loan, and that in case rumors of his 
overthrow had been false, they would have been liable for tremen- 
dous damages for failing to live up to their contract with him. The 
Master of the Rolls, in delivering the opinion of the court, laid down 
the doctrine that it was not er to ascertain the constitutional 
warrant of a de facto government before doing business with it. 





An English case decided a few weeks ago is of interest to law- 
yers in this country, as indicating the limits to which endurance 
need go on the part of an attorney in dealing with an unruly client. 
The case is one of the first tried before Lord Chief Justice Russell. 
Underwood, Son & Piper, a firm of solicitors, brought an action 
against a client to obtain the sum of about $1,500 for their services. 
One of the defences was that the solicitors had given up the case 
suddenly withoutreason. On the first trial ofthe case it was held 
that a solicitor might “ throw up his retainer” without stating his 
reasons, if he gave timely notice to his client. The Court of Appeal 
held that a solictor could not act in such a way without good cause, 
and the recent trial was held to determine whether the solicitors 
were justified in their action. It appeared that the client con- 
stantly complained of the manner in which the solicitors were act- 
ing. On several occasions he gave them the lie direct, and once he 
told his counsel that every word his solicitor had told him about 
the case was untrue. The Lord Chief Justice said that there must 
be the utmost confiidence between a solicitor and a client, and he 
left it for the jury to decide whether the defendant’s conduct was 
such that no reasonable self-respecting solicitor ought to be called 
upon to continue to act for him. The jury retarned a verdict for 
the plaintiff on all the points submitted. Lawyers in this country 
often have to deal with clients who are inclined to be critical, 
and they submit because they consider themselves bound to con- 
tinue in the case which they have once begun. The courts here 
would probably, however, decide as in the English case, that a 
client who was too insolent might lose his lawyer and yet be liable 





to pay for the services which had been rendered in the case. 
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VIRGINIA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION. 


HISTORY OF THE OLD COUNTY COURT OF VIRGINIA. 
BY WALLER X. STAPLES, PRESIDENT. 
Gentlemen of the Bar Association ; 


No one appreciates more highly than myself the honor of being 
President of the V rginia State Bar Association. The peculiar cir- 
cumstances under which this honor was conferred upon me render 
it doubly gratifying; and if it could have been so. arranged that | 
could er joy the honor without doing the work incident to the posi- 
tion, my lines would have fallen in more pleasant places. But the 
President of the Association is required to deliver an annual ad- 
dress before one of the most cultivated audiences in Virginia, and 
he is expected to deliver such an address as will not bring discredit 
upon the Association he represents. 

He is also expected to act as the presiding officer at each and 
every meeting of the Association. Although it bas been my fortune, 
good or bad, to be a member of several legislative bodies, yet | am 

ainfally aware that there is no man in the State of ordinary intel- 
Seanee less conversant with parliamen'ary law than myself. I am 
compelled, therefore, to throw myself upon the indulgence and for- 
bearance of the members, and to invoke the assistance of those more 
familiar with the rules it is my duty to enforce. 

The Executive Committee has relieved me of much embarrass- 
ment by selecting for me the subject of my address. 

hn [ look around me upon this fine assembly, composed of 
ladies of culture and refinement, of gentlemen versed in all the arts 
of criticism and classical literature; when I see how many there 
are and how bigh is their standard of excellence; when I recall the 
fact that the greatest writers and speakers have deemed it veces- 
sary to bestow the most profound labor and reflection upon all their 
utterances, oral or written, that even Macauley confessed that he 
wrote and re-wrote whole paragraphs and chapters that he might 
gain some slight improvement in the mere stracture of his sentences, 
and that in the last half of his article on Bacon every line had been 
repeatedly recast ; that Lord Brougham confessed to have written, 
twenty times over, his peroration in defence of Queen Caroline ; 
that Moore thought it quick work if he wrote seventy lines of Lalla 
Rookh in a week, and when I consider how little time I have had 
to bestow on thediction and phraseology of the address, I feel, 1n- 
deed, great embarrassment, timidity, and distrust in approaching 
the discussion of the question before me. The subject of my address, 
as indicated by the committee, is the ‘‘ History of the Old County 
Court System of Virginia, as it Existed before the Late War be- 
tween the States.” This, necessarily, involves a somewhat minute 
and extended inquiry into the history and jurisdiction of that noted 
tribunal. A great deal of what I have to say is already known to 
the older members of the profession. To the younger members it 
may prove of some interest as a part of the history of the jurispru- 
dence of the State now rapidly passing into oblivion. 

The first settlement in Virginia was made in the year 1607. 
is no part of the duty asssigned me to enter into a narrative of the 
origin, rise and progress of that settlement. The difficulties and 
disasters which imperiled its existence; the dangers, privations 
and sacrifices to which, at every step, the colonists were subjected ; 
the heroism they displayed amid the horrors of savage warfare, an 





the afflictions of famine and disease, belong rather to tte domain of 
the historian, and constitute an era in colonial histo: y to which we 


can never revert without a feeling of admiration, sympathy and 
pride. 


We are told by Mr. Jefferson that the first laws ever enacted in 
Virginia were passed in the year 1623. Among the papers of Sir 
John Randolph was found a manuscript given by his son, Peyton 
Randolph, to Mr. Jefferson, who endorsed theron, ‘‘ The first laws 
made by the Assembly of Virginia, 1623.” It would seem, however, 
that in this statement Mr. Jefferson was rot correct. The first 
legislative body in which the people were represented that ever as- 
sembled in this country was cunvened at Jamestown on the 19th 
day of June, 1619. It was the parent of the House of Burges:es, 
and the time of its meeting bas been considered the birthday of free 
institutions in America. No laws looking to the organization of 
the courts were passed, however, until 1623. In that year a statute 
was enacted establ shing a court for each of the counties of James 
City and Charles City, then the only counties in Virginia. They 
were cal'ed ‘“‘ Monthly Courts for decyding of suite end controver- 
cies, not exceeding the value of one hundred pounds of tabacco, and 
for punishing of petty offences.” They were com of ‘“‘Com- 
meanders of Plantations,” and snch others as the Governor and his 
Privy Council might appoint and commission, with the right of 
appeal from their decisions to the Governor and Council, but it was 
declared that ‘“‘ whosoever shall ap shall be required to pay 
double costs if he fail in his suit.” These Commanders were also 
clothed with very high military authority over the plantations, and 


—_ very important personages in the admistration of colonial 
airs. 


From time to time, as other counties were brought into exist- 
ence, the Montbly Cou:ts were organized within their limits, and 
they so cotinued until the year 1629, when the ‘‘ Commanders of 
Plantations” were superseded as judges, and Commissioners of 
Monthly Courts substituted in their place by appointment of the 
Governor and Privy ‘Council. The counties of Elizabeth ¢ ity, 
Warwick, York, North Hampton, Henrico, Upp:r Norfolk, Lower 
Norfolk, and Isle of Wight, had been established as early as 1627, 
with the like tribunals in their respective territorial limits. By an 
act passed that year (1627) the Governor and Privy Council were 
authorized to act as Commissioners of the Monthly Court at James- 
town in connection with the regular commissioners. And a court 
so constituted was, in fact, held at Jamestown in November, 1627, 
Governor West presiding. A grand jury was empanelled and a 


number of indictments and presentments found agaiust offending 
parties. ‘ 


At the January term, 1630, Dr. John Potts, late Governor, was 
indicted, arraigned, and found guilty of stealing cattle. The record 
states that the day ‘‘ was wholly spent in pleading; the next day 
in unneces ary disputation—Potts endeavoring to prove Mr. Kings- 
mell, one of the witnesses against him, an hypocrite by a story of 
Gusman of Alfrach, the rogue.” It was fivally determined that as 
to the ex-Governor, in regard of bis quality and practice, judgment 
should be respited until the King’s pleasure is known, and ali the 
Council became his surety. At the same term William Mathews, 
servant of Henry Booth, was indicted and found guilty of petty 
treason—by fourteen jurors—judgment, to be drawn and hanged. 
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In deciding civil controvers es, the universal practice was 
to reduce the evidence to writing before judgment was pro- 
nounced. 

In 1612 these tribunals were first called ‘‘Ceunty Courts,” as 
they have been ever since so cailed. Here it may be well to state 
that the term ‘‘ Justices of the Peace,” although long familiar in 
Euglaud long before the colonization of Virginia, was not ntro- 
duced in the statutes of the colony until about 1661-62. In that 
year an act was passed requiring Commis-ioners of County Ceurts 
to take the oaths of justices of the peace, and to bs so designated 
in all judicial proceedings. 

Mr Leigh, in a note to the Chapter on County Courts, in the 
Revised Code of 1819, page 244. states that as early as 1645 these 
courts had been mature: into their present form, though somewhat 
crude and irregular, as cour’s of general jurisdiction in law and 
equity, and the most important duties in matt+rs of police and 
ecouomy confided to them. Ky the same act provision was made 
for empaneling juries to consist of the most able men of the county. 
It will, no doubt, be gratifying to some of our friends, who so 
strongly advocated law reform, to learn, if they are not already 
aware of the fact, that a provision was also made declaring “‘ that if 
the defendant before the trial sha)] desire to be heard in the way of 
chancery, then the proceeding shall be stayed until the other party 
do answer the particulars of the petition upon oath, and the cause 
heard accordingly ; upon which hearing, the court shall proceed 
to make a final judgment or decree in said cause, or else, finding no 
such cause of relief in equ tie as was pretended, then to remit the 
case back again to be tryed by a jury as aforesaid.” How long this 
povision continued in force I am not informed. 

1s was further declared tha: ‘the jarors were to be kept from 
food and release till they have agreed upon their verdict, according 
to the custom practiced in England.” An appeal might be taken 
frum the judgment or decree to the “‘ Quarter Corte” at Jamestown, 
composed of the ‘‘ Governor and Privy Council, which tribunal was 
afterwards hnown as the General Court.” 

All vacancies in the office of justice of the peace were filled by 
appoiutment of the Governor and Privy Council, upon the recom. 
mendation of the County Court foreach county ; and thus it became 
a self-perpetuating body from generation to generation, and from 
century to century. From 1623 to 1776 it was the only judicial tri- 
buna! in Virginia except the General Court. 

Mr. Leigh in the note already referred to, says: ‘‘No material 
change was introduced by the Revolution in the jarisdiction of the 
County Courts or their general powers and duties of any kind. 
* * * As it is the most. ancient, so it has ever been one of the 
most important of our institutions, not only in respect to the ad 
ministration of justice, but for police and economy.” He further 
declares, ‘‘ it would, perhaps, be impossible for any man to estimate 
the character and ability of this system without actual experience 
of its operation.” 

! be laws of a country throw some light on its character, habits 
and customs of the people for whom they are enacted. A careful 
examination of Hening’s Statutes at Large will show many curious 
and interesting enactments adopted by our ancestors in the early 
period of our colonial history. 

Thus a statute was passed in 1623, which declares that such per- 
sons of quality as shall be found delinquent in their duties, being 





not fit to rye corporal punishment, may, notwithstanding, be 
imprisoned at the discretion of the ‘‘Commanders,” and for greater 
offences be subject to a fine imposed by the Monthly Court. 

We find a statute passed i. 1632 requiring grand jurors in the 
County Court to take an oath “that they would due presentments 
make of all such persons as shall lead a profane and ungodly life, 
ofal such as shall be common swearers or blasphemerss, profane 
the Sabbath day, or contemne God’s Holy Word or sacraments; 
also, of all such as shall abuse their neighbors by slanderous carry- 
ing on or back-biting, or shall not behave themselves orderly and 
soberly in the the church daring divine tervic-. 

lt was also enacted ‘‘that ministers shall not give themselves 
to excess in drinkinge or riott, spending their time iderlie by day or 
night, playing at dice, cards, or any other unlawful game, but at 
all times convenient shall learn, or hear, or read somewat of the 
Holy Scriptures, or shall occupy themselves with some.other honest 
studies, for failure whereof they shall be liable to proceeded against 
in the Monthly Court.” 

Another statute was passed in 1658 in which it was solemn] 
declared ‘that as many inconven ences and much damage ariset 
to the whole community in general through exorbitant price of 
drinke sold by ordinary keepers, it was declared that the Monthly 
Court, as the price of tobacco rise or fall, shall, from time to time, 
sett the rates how the drinks shall be sold.” 

A law of that sort might well be enacted at this day. This 
suggestion, be it understood, is not made in the interest of members 
of the Bar Association, who, it is not presumed, are interested in 
the price of ‘‘ drinks.” 

The constitution of 1776 contains no express provision with re- 
gard to the County Courts. It prevides, however, that the Gover- 
por, with the advice of the Privy Council, shall a point justices of 
the peace for each c»unty, and in case of vacancies, or a necessity 
for increasing the number thereafter, that such appointment shall 
be made upon the recommendation of the respective County Courts. 
The sheriff and coroners were to be nomiosated by the coarts, and 
appointed by the Governor and Privy Council. 

I must not forget to state that no citizen of the county was ex- 
empt from service as a justice and member of the County Court, no 
matter how high his rank, how elevated his position, or how great 
the srvices he had rendered his country. The strictest punctua ity 
was exacted in attendance upon sessions of the court, and these re- 
quirements were enforced by fines. Thus we find Mr. Randolph, of 
Curles, complaining that he had already served forty years, and 
onglit, therefore, to be excused on account of bodily infirmity, and 
the distance he had to travel in his chair. He had been visited by 
the sheriff to collect the fine imposed for absence from the court. 

In the Calendar of Virginia State papers, by Dr. Palmer, in the 
State Capitol, may be found the humble petition of Mr. Walter 
Whittaker, a justice of the peace of Mi 'dlesex county, dated 1688, 
addressed ‘‘To ye honorable Mr. President and ye Honorable his 
Majesty Councell of Virginia,” asking to be excused from further 
service of a justice of the peace on account of “‘trequent indisposi- 
tion of bodie, and also for that his own — bus ness requiring 
more time and Jabor than formerly.” The petition is a very pa- 
thetic one, and plainly shows how difficult it was to escape the per- 
formance of the duties devolving at that day upon that class of 
officials. I have been informed that in the year 1770 George Wash- 
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ington was a justice of the county of Fairfax. Mr. Jefferson, at one 
period in his life was a justice in the county of Albemarle; and 
other distinguished mea of the State have occupied a like position 
in their respective counties. 

There is reason to believe that the religious prejudices existin 
in England against Roman Catholicism extended to the colony o 
Virginia, for we find that in 1691, William and Mary then occupy- 
ing the throne of England, the question was raised in Stafford 
county, before the County Court, whether it was lawfnl and proper 
for Popish recusants te practice law until they shall approve them- 
selves subjects by takin g the oaths appointed, and George and 
Robert Brent were indicted as Popish recusants. They were con- 
victed and allowed to take an appeal to the fifth day of the General 
Court, to be heard before His Excellency their Majesty’s Governor 
and ‘‘ye Honorable Privy Council of the State, at Jamestown.” 
It does not appear what disposition was finally made of the case. 

The records of the Count Courty of Accomack show that in 1663 
that court ordered Col. E. 8. Scarbrough, a justice of that county 
and the Kings surveyor general for the colony, to proceed with 
forty horsemen as far north as Little Anna Messex, now in the State 
of Maryland, to reduce certain Quakers and refuge: sof that locality 
to subjection to the colony of Virginia. The expedition was made 
with great pomp and parade of power, and succeeded ‘in the = 
for which it was intended. Lord Baltimore complained bitterly of 
this unwarrantable invasion, as he termed it, and had considerable 
correspondence with the Governor of Virginia on the subject. 

The records of the County Court of Princess Anne county, 
within the territorial limits of which we are now assembled, show 
@ very interesting case of witchcraft. In the year 1706 an informa. 
tion was filed against Grace Sherwood on suspicion of witchcraft, 
and, after a great deal of delay, the record states that several evi- 
dences were sworn against her, by which it, the witchcraft, doth 
very likely appear. An order was entered requiring her to be tryed 
in the water by ducking, but the weather being very rainy and bad, 
so that possibly her health might be endangered, the matter was 
temporarily postponed. Nothing reflects more credit on the human- 
ity of our ancestors than their unwillingness to duck a woman in 
the water when the weather was bad and rainy, lest ber health 
might thereby be injured. When the weather became more propi- 
tious it was ordered that the sheriff request the justices personally 
to appear on a day named, on which day the sheriff was to have 
boats and men at John Harper’s plantation, in order to take the 
said Grace forthwith and put her in above man’s depth, and try 
her how she would swim therein, and he was also directed to sum- 
mon a jury, of ancient and knowing women, to search her carefully 
for all unusual spots and marks about her body. The record pro- 
ceeds to say both experiments being tried, and she swimming when 
in the water before all ye spectators, and aft: rwards being searched 
by ancient women who have declared, on oath, she is not Tike them, 
nor no other woman they know of; all which circumstances weigh- 
ing, in their consideration, it was ordered the sheriff take her into 
custody and commit her body to the common jail, there to be se- 
cured by irons or otherwise, and there to remain until she was 
brought to a further trial. What became of Grace Sherwood does 
not appear. It is probable that she esca avy further punishment. 
It is a tradition in the neighborhood that she is still to be seen at 
the bottom of Princess Anne river, mocking and frightening all who 
molest her “‘ ancient, solitary reign.” 

If there was any geneva: delusion on the subject in the colony, 
it was not peculiar to this section of country. In 16143 an execution 
for witchcraft took place in Charlestown, Mass. The victim was 
Margaret Jones, who, as Governor Winthrop informs us, was proved 
to have such a malignant touch that whomsoever she touched with 
evil mind was immediately taken with deafness, vomiting, or other 
violent sickness. Weare further informed that in 1665 Mrs, Ann 
Hibbins fell under the suspicion of witchcraft in Boston, was tried 
and found guilty by ajury, but the court refused to accept the 
verdict. The case ultimately found its way to the General Court of 
Massachusetts, and that court, yielding to popniar clamor, sus- 
tained the conviction and she was executed. The last execution 
for witchcraft, which took place in New England, was 1692, when 
the famous tragedy occurred at Salem, resulting in the execution of 
@ number of persons, and which aroused the people of that section 
to the eruelty and fanaticism of such prosecutions. It is impossible 
for us at this day to understand the state of feeling then existing 
on that subject, nor ought we to censure the people of Princess Anne 
of this act or those of Massachusetts for a delusion which pervaded 
the most enlightened courts of Europe. 

Soon after the accession of James I. to the throne of England a 
law was passed which subjected witches to death on conviction, 
even though they should have done no injury to their neighbors. 
And this law was passed when Coke was Attorney-General, Bacon a 
member of Parliament, and twelve bishops sat on the commission to 
whom it was referred. In 1664 two women were hamged in Suffolk 
under a sentence pronounced by Sir Matthew Hale, who declared 
the reality of witchcraft was anquestionable. In Essex sixty per- 
sons were hanged for witchcraft in the same year. John Wesley 
declared that giving up witchcraft was giving up the Bible. Mr. 
Lowell, the poet and philosopher, declares that the “ history of 
witchcraft excites tears, pity, indignation, disgust and dread at the 
thought of what the human mind may be brought to believe not 
only probable, actually proven. It is well to be put upon our guard 
by lessons of this kind, for the wisest man is in some respect a little 





better than a madman in a straight waisteoat of habit, public opin- 
ion, _—- prejudice and the like.” 

he records of the County Court of Augusta give us a few 
glimpses of the proceedings of that court in early times. We aré 
informed that in December, 1745, not very long after the organiza- 
tion of the county, the Court entered an order that any attorney 
interrupting another at the bar, or speaking when he is not em- 
ployed, shall pay five shillings. At the May term, 1746, the Court 
ordered Edward Bird to be put in the stocks for two hours and fined 
twenty shillings for damning the Court, and swearing four oaths in 
the presence of their worships. Gabriel Jones was fined five shil- 
lings for swearing at his adversary. Orders were also entered for 
applying the ducking stool to on women, the ducking to be 
repeated according to temper and conduct of the offenders. 

The following curious and notable document from the records 
of the County Court at Bedford has been kindly furnished me by 
a friend: 

Jones ? 

to » Challenge. 
Montgomery. " 


Sir—As I ever acted toward you in a gentleman-like manner, 
it was a matter of greatest surprise, by your own confession, find 
my character (which I shall ever hold dear than life) the subject 
of your mirth joined to what you said this day. 

Therefore, as an atonement, youll, I conceive, act up to the 
character of a Gentlemen and make me the satisfaction I think I 
am entitled to. With or without seconds, time, place and Weapons 
are of course your choice; your answer Immediately will determine 
your injured. J. G. JONES. 

To Mr. Robert Montgomery, this November 24, 1773. 

At a court held for Bedford county, November 24, 1773, this 
challenge was produced in court, and, on the motion of John 
Gabriel Jones, it was ordered to be recorded. 

Teste : : 
J. A. Steptor, C. C. 

That the writer of this challenge should have sought redress in 
the duello for the wrong done him is, perhaps, not shrprising; but 
upon what ground, or for what just reason such a paper was placed 
on the records of the court, is a problem difficult to solve. In those 
days there were no anti-duelling statutes, and it may be that Mr. 
Jones was a member of the court, and his challenge was admitted 
to record as a perpetual memorial of his honorable attempt to ob- 
tain satisfaction for the insult he had received. 

In the Convention of 1829-30, the County Court system was the 
subject of great consideration and debate. e Judiciary Commit- 
tee reported a resolution which declared that judicial powers shall 
be vested in a supreme Court of Appeals, in such Superior Courts 
as the Legislature may, from time to time, ordain and establish, in 
the County Court and in Justices of the Peace, the jurisdiction to 
be regulated by law. It will be observed that the term used is 
‘in the County Court,” thus placing the tribunal, as then existing 
and established, beyond the reach of legislation. The word “the 
was stricken out by the Convention on motion of Alexander Camp- 
bell. The next day the word was restored, after a very interesting 
and animated debate, in which the most distinguished men of the 
Convention participated—among them Chief Justice Marshall, Ben- 
jamin Watkins Leigh, era P. Barbour, Chapman Johnson, Gov- 
ernor Giles and John Randolph. 

Mr. Leigh said he had heard of but two instances of corruption 
in the County Court in two hundred years—one in Amherst and the 
other in Buckingham. As to incompetency and ignorance, he had 
seen County Courts which were among the ablest tribunals before 
which he had ever practiced, not even excepting the Court of Ap- 

8. 
pear. Barbour said he had practiced in those courts for a quarter 
of a century, and he could say, with the utmost truth, that his con- 
fidence in them had grown with his growth and oH oe with 
hisstrength, One of the most distinguished men cf the country 
had declared it his belief that the County Courts wielded an im- 
portant political influence among the people. The monthly meet- 
ings of neighbors and professional men caused the people to mingle 
much oftener than they would otherwise do, and led to the discus- 
sion of topics of public interest in regard to the administration of 
the law, and the politics of the country. 

Chief Justice Marshall said: ‘‘ It was the truth that no State in 
the Union had hitherto more internal quiet than Virginia. There 
is no part of America where less discord and less ill-feling between 
man and man is to be found than in this commonwealth, and he 
firmly believed that that state of things was mainly to be ascribed 
to the practical operation of our County Courts. The magistrates 
who composed these courts consist in general of the best men in 
their respective counties. It was mainly to their influence that so 
much harmony existed in the State. His emphatic opinion was 
these courts must be preserved.” 

In the course of the debate, a letter was read from Mr. Jefferson 
to John Taylor, of Caroline, writt-n in 1816. In that letter Mr. 
Jefferson strongly objected to what he called the as 
feature of the court. He insisted that the justices were self chosen, 


and were invested with too much power in the matter of taxation 
and the appointment of county officers. He: said that he and Mr. 
Taylor knew of many instances of a monopoly in the administration 
| of justice; that he himself knew a county 'n which a particular 
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family got possession of the bench, and for a whole generation never 
admitted a man who was not a member of its clan or connection. 
He mentioned another county in which there were thirty justices, 
of whom twenty were Federalists. 

Mr. Randolph entertained very strong feelings of dislike for 
Mr. Jefferson, and never failed to denounce and ridicule him in the 
bitterest language, wherever an opportunity occurred. He took 
occasion in the Convention to comment on Mr. Jefferson’s letter to 
Jobn Taylor. He said he had no confidence in the theories of Mr. 
Jefferson. There was only one point in which the authority of Mr. 
Jefferson might be considered valuable, and that was the mechan- 
ism of a plow ; that once Mr. Jefferson had mathematically and geo- 
metrically demonstrated the form of a mould board plow, which 
would present the least resistance. It was sent to the savants of 
Paris, who cast it in plaster, and there it has ever since remained, 
an eternal proof that this form of mould board plow presented less 
resistance than any other on the face of the earth. The result of 
the debate was the adoption of the report of the committee and the 
retention of the County Courts as they had existed before and since 
the Revolution. 

Notwithstanding the array of great names and the persuasive 
arguments presented, so strong was the opposition in the Convention 
to the County Courts in their then existing form that the report of 
the Judiciary Committee was adopted by a very small majority. 
There is no doubt that this opposition was based upon the objec- 
tions of Mr. Jefferson, whose death, in 1826, had not diminished 
the weight and influence of his opinions in Virginia—particularly 
with the younger generation then appearing upon the stage of 
action. 

Under the Constitation of 1829-30 but few officers were elected 
by the people. Our ancestors entertained but indifferent opinions 
of universal suffrage and popular elections. The Governor and all 
the judicial officers, except justices of the peace, were elected by 
the Legislature. The Sheriff was appointed by the Governor from 
one of three justices of the peace recommended by the County 
Court; and so all military officers, below the grade of brigadiers, 
were thus appointed on the nomination of that court. Constables 
and surveyors of highways were appointed by the same court. At- 
torneys for ths Commonwealth were appointed by the courts in 
which they served. When the Convention of 1851 was called, a 
= wave of reform, so called, swept over the State. The candi- 

ates were almost innumerable, and, with some few exceptions, 
vied with each other in clamorous appeals to the prejudices of the 
people for a radical change in the whole policy of the State touch- 
ing the appoi»tment and election of officers. The most important 
change made by the Constitution of 1851 in the County Court sys- 
tem was the adoption of a provision requiring each county to be 
laid off into districts, and each district to have four justices to be 
elected by the people, to be commissioned be the Governor, and to 
hold the office for four years. The justices so elected were also to 
elect a presiding justice, and to receive a per diem compensation for 
services in court 

The effect of this change upon the character of the court was 
not perceptible in many counties for several years. Men ef the 
highest repute were still elected justices and discharged all the 
duties of tue office in and out of court with great fidelity and cir- 
cumspection ; but in the pro of time the predictions of Mr. 
Leigh and Mr. Randolph in the Convention, that the office would 
deter.orate when compensation was attached to its duties, were 
fully veritied. Men of high position in the community, who were 
influenced only by patriotic motives, declined to enter into contests 
with aspirants whe sought the office only for the pecuniary benefits 
attached to its possession, and so the glory and the dignity and the 
esprit de corps of the old tribunal, as it was in the earlier days, 
passed away. But still, down to the reconstruction days, the 
County Court was a valuable institution, enjoying the confidence 
and love of the people. It was always a favorite with the Virginia 
lawyers, for reasons which can be readily uoderstood by those who 
practiced before it, and will be more apparent before this address 
is concluded. 

It occurs to me here that I have not stated with sufficient clear- 
ness and precision the nature and extent of the jurisdiction, civil 
and criminal, conferred upon the County Courts. As already said, 
long auterior to the Revolution they were authorized to hear and 
determine all causes at common law, or in chancery and all such 
iwwatters as might, by any particular statute, be made cognizable 
therein. When the Circuit Superior Courts were established, the 
County Courts were invested with like jurisdiction with them ia 
all civil matters, except in a few specified cases. In criminal cases, 
where the judgment upon conviction involved a loss of life or im- 
prisonment in the penitentiary, the County Courts had no jurisdic- 
lion to convict. When » person, not being a slave or free negro, 
was charged with an offence, if, in the opinion of the justices, the 
matter ought to be further inquired iuto, it was made his duty to 
remand the prisoner for examination before the County Court, 
called a ‘‘ Court of Examination.” At the same time the justice 
was required to issue his warrant to the Sheritf, directing him to 
summon not less than five nor more than eight justices, to meet at a 
place and time mentioned in the warrant, for the purpose of holding 
this court of examination. If, after hearing the evidence, the Court 
was of the opinion that the prisoner ought to be discharged from 
farther prosecition, he was discharged, and could never thereafter 
be questioned for the offence. The acquital was final and conclusive. 





But if the Court was of opinion that there was probable cause 
to believe the accused guilty, and the offence was below the e 
of felony, he was held to answer an indictment in the County Court, 
or committed to jail in default of bail. If, however, the offence 
appeared to be a felony, the accused was held for trial in the Cir- 
cuit Superior Ceurt, and in such case the County Court could only 
accept bail where there was a slight suspicion of guilt resting on the 
accused. ‘ 

The establishment of this Court of Examination was peculiar 
to Virginia, and was due to the fact that, prior to 1792, the General 
Court had exclusive jurisdiction in cases of felony. In 1792, how- 
ever, a statute was passed conferring jurisdiction upon the District 
Courts for the trial of felonies, but generally the District Courts 
were held at places very remote from the county where the offence 
was committed, and the result was that both prisoner and witnesses 
were often required to travel a long distance only to meet a frivol- 
ous prosecution sustained by no competent testimony. The statute 
was therefore passed requiring the accused to be brought before an 
examining court of the county where the offence was committed 
before he could be put on trial for a felony in a District or Circuit 
Court. 

The justices of each county also constituted what was known 
as Courts of Oyer and Terminer for the trial of slaves charged with 
criminal offences of the grade of felony. The accused was tried by 
five justices without a jury, who were required to be unavimous 
when capital punishment was inflicted. The Executive of the 
State was authorized to commute the sentence to transportation 
beyond the limits ofthe United States. 

Upon these courts also devolved extensive police jurisdiction, 
the laying of county levies, and most of the duties and powers now 
performed and exercised by the county supervisor . 

No history of the County Courts of Virginia would be complete 
without some reference to the clerks of those courts. The high 
character, the inteiligence, the commanding ition these men 
held, tend to throw light on the qualities of head and heart 
sessed by the justices who appeinted them. A writer in the Calen- 
dar of Virginia State Papers, found in the State Library at Rich- 
mond, in commenting upon these officers, declares ‘‘it is not too 
much to tay that upon no official in the entire country was imposed 
the performance of more important functions—of whom was requlred 
the exercise of so many virtues, or who were more distinguished for 
the endowments of mind and heart than was the Virginia clerk, 
then called clark ; that while other offices were frequently vacated, 
the clerks of the courts, for the most part, were allowed to remain 
undisturbed until the lapse of time made them as venerable in place 
as they were in years and experience. Indeed, in numerous cases 
their seats seemed to have become hereditary by custom—the virtues 
and tra ning of the son often recommending him as a fit successor 
to the honors and emoluments of his« eparting sire. In many parts 
of Virginia, to this day, are the descendants of those whose family 
names for generations appear upon the records of the courts.” 

It is stated by Frederick Johr ston, in his Memorials of Clerks, 
that Jolin Nicholas, the second clerk of Albemarle, held the office 
for sixty-six years; James Keith, of Frederick county, for sixty-two 
years; James Steptoe, of Bedford, for fifty-four years; that there 
are numerous instances in which the office was held for fifty years 
by a single incumbent, and a much Jarger number in which it was 
held for thirty and forty years. I conclude what I have to say on 
this particular subject by quoting from an article in the Law Jour- 
nal of 1880, page 381. The writer says: ‘‘The body of men which 
once filled the offices of clerks of courts in Virginia have left as de- 
cided impression upon the history and traditions of the State as any 
other class that has lived in it. They exerted, possibly, more in- 
fluence than any other men in the community and times in which 
they lived, and their influence was always for good. The race of 
these valuable members of society which gave it u tone peculiar to 
Virginia has albnost become extinct, but those who remember them 
still love to dwell on the characters of such men, who are univers- 
ally regarded as having been the most exemplary that any people 
were ever blessed with.” 

Suck were the County Courts of Virginia as they existed previous 
to the war between the States. It will be seen that they were as 
remarkable for the long period during which they existed, the few 
and unimportant changes made in their organization and jurisdic- 
tion, as they were for the character of the men who composed them, 
and the marked influences they exerted both directly and indirectly 
upon the habits, conduct and opinion of the Virginia people. 

As already stated, Mr. Leigh declared “it was one of the most 
ancient, as it was one of the most imperative, of our institutions.” 
It was almost coeval with John Smith and Pocahontas. I+ was in 
existence when the Navigation laws were passed. It saw the com- 
mencement and termination of Bacon’s Rebellion—that popular 
pretest against the unjust laws and oppressive taxation of the 
mother country—and the inertness and cruel indifference of the 
Royal Governors to all the horrors of Indian warfare. It saw the 
revolution of 1688 in England, which placed Wiliiam and Mary on 
the throve, and the long and interrupted era of peace which {ol- 
lowed and : revailed for more tuat half a century, and under the 
influence of which the colony of Virginia gr- w in wealth and pow: r, 
population, and in public consideration with a rapidity never sur- 
pass:d. It witnessed the French and Indian Wars—the defeat 
of Braddock—and the British regulars, only saved from extermina- 
tion by the valor of the Virginia militia under Washington. 
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It heard the noble and resounding e oquence of Henry in the 
Parsons’ case, by which he achieved immortal fame. 

It saw in the dark days and crowning glories of the Revolation, 
the Constitut on of the United States emerging like the sun in 
heiven from the clouds and obscurities of the confederation. It 
aw the long line of illustrious Presidents who succeeded the ad- 
miuistration of the Father of his country. It saw the eighteenth 
century sink into the past, and the nineteenth century dawn upon 
the world. Itsaw great dynasties and kingdoms in Europe rise 
and fall and disappear beneath the sands of time. 

It witnessed the naval contest of 1812, in which the power and 
glory of the ‘Mistress of the Seas” on the ocean went down 
be‘ore the prowess an { dauntless courage of the American sailor. 

Amid all the mutati ns of time, the upheaval of governments— 
all the turmoil and terror of incessant ch-nge—the prodigious prog- 
ress made ia the affairs of mankind the County Court st:ll remained 
with the same jurisdiction, power and influence it continued to ex- 
ercise for more than two hundred vear-, and after bearing its part 
and contributing its just share in the gr at struggle of 1861, «fter 
fe ling in common with every otber judicial tribunal in Virginia, 
the disastrous and wofnl effects of ‘Federal Recoustruction,” it 
finally passed ont of existenc- under the « perati n of the Constitu- 
tion of 1869. All will admit it was not adapted to the changed con- 
dition of society produced by the war, and it was theref re wisely 
and properly abolished. It now live: only in the ancie:t statutes 
of the State, in sketch books and historical magazin-r, and in the 
co inty records, which have es:aped the hands of time and the de 
structive ravages «f Federal soldiers, and n the beneficial influence 
it exerted for so many years upon the habits, tastes and conduct of 
the p ople of Virginia 

As we have seen, Chief Justice Marshall, who was never given 
to extravagant utterances, did not hesitate to say that the harmony 
and good order that had ever prevaile! in Virginia wa+ mainly to 
be ascribed to the practical operation of the County Courts. His 
declaration, that these cou: ts consisted iu general of the best men 
iu the resp: ctive counties, was as true as it was just. As neither 
love of power nor desire for money could be gratitied by a seat on 
the bene , tho e who were influenced by such a consi eration were 
not inclived to become applicants for tie office. Men, prompted by 
an ignobleambition, would not be disposed to seek a plac: in which 
the service was purely gratuitous and the rewards of duty well per- 
formed were only to be gaired. Tue incumbents, animated by a 
feeling of just pride and a sevse of their own dignit. and import 
anse, as well as a love of coun'ry, would not be likely to recom- 
mend as their ass :ciates asd successors thoss who did not com- 
mand the respe -t and confidence of the p ople. Tsese courts might, 
sometimes, be misled by artful and wary advocates, or by those in 
whom they reposed great contidence, and, necessarily, they often 
made mistakes, but they could not be intimidated, nor were they 
subjected to any ru-picion of bribery and corruption. 


At a very early peri: d, as far back as tradition or historical 
sketch carr es us, County Court Day has been a day of interest to 
the people of Virg nis. Generally, it brought forth all clas es «nd 
conditions of society. The farmer came to exchange his commodi- 
ties for the goods of the merchant, to settle his taxes and to hear 
discussed the current topics of the day. The rich and aristocratic 
planter was on hand, mingling freely with his less prentitious 
neighbors. There was to be seen the Jew, with his pack of cheap 
jewel:y carried about on horseba k; and there, too, was the ubi- 
quitous Yankee pedler, with his clocks and showy goods spread out 
in gorgeous array on temporary counters in the court yard. 

Ever present, when an offi-e was in view, was the smiling and 
indefatigable candidate, proud and happy to g asp the hand of the 
vone and siuew of the Jand—the horny. handed sons of tuil. It was 
@ great day in most of the mountain counties for the county bully to 
exbibit himself to his admircrs, eager for the fray which was to set- 
tle the question of county championship. I can recall many an 
afternoon of County-Court Day when the you,ger members of the 
profession collected on the tavera porches to witness the battle of 
the giants—tall athle ic fellows—who stood up and beat each other 
on the face and on the breast with resounding blows to the great 
delight of the spectators. A ring was generally formed around the 
combatants. Asc eaming, shouting multitude of angry men surged 
to and fro, and cheered on their respective champions, who were 
never parted or interfered with until o.e of th-m acknowledged 
defeit. No foul play was allowed, no weapons used except what 
God and nature had furnished. As a general rule, the victor had 
himself bu; little to boast of, as was apparent from his bloody and 
braised face, and his torn and tattered garments, when led forth in 
triumph by his followers. 

But the glory of the County Court was when the court-house 
was converted into a political arena for the contest of the party 
champions. I once heard Howell Cobb, of Georgia, who had served 
in the Federal Congress many years, say that the Virginia repre- 
sentatives in Congress were regarded as the most effective and elo. 
quent speak+rs and debaters in the United States. When I first com- 
menced the pract'ce of the law, and for a long time afterwards, Vir- 
ginia could boast of George Summers, who was one of the most elo 
quent orators I ever heard, except Mr. Clay; Ballard Preston, Henry 
A. Wise, John B. Floyd, John B Baldwin, Shelton F. Leake, J: hn 
Minor Botts, William C. Rives. Extra Bi ly Smith, R. M. T. Hunter, 
Governor McDowell, John M. Patton, Walter Preston, Philip Dodd- 
ridge, Alexander H. H. Stuart, and others whose names will readily 
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occur to you; these were men of great and distinguished powers of 
debate. A man who has had the good fortune 'o hear a discussion 
between any two of these noted champions will retain a vivid recol- 
lection of it to his dying day. I have often heard the older lawyers 
of th» southwest speak in enthusiastic terms of a memorable debate 
between William C. ‘Rives and Governor McDowell, first at Fin- 
castle and again at Giles Courthou-e, in the presidential campaign 
of 1840. Governor McDowell was one of the most accomplished 
speakers in the whole country; graceful and superb in his flights of 
oratory, but overmatched by Mr. Rives in vim, force of argument, 
and aggressive power. A friend of mine (the late Frank Wysor) was 
never weary of referring to the discussion at Giles Courthouse. | He 
could repeat whole paragraphs of the speeches. Mr. Rives often re 
ferred to himself as the “‘ Little Expunger”’—a term his enemies had 
applied to him in derision on account of his vote in favor of the ex- 
punging resolations. 

In the course of his speech Governor McDowell traveled out of 
his way to assail the prof-ssion of law and the lawyers. He said: 
‘‘T thank God that neither my necessities nor my inclinations have 
ever led me to adopt that profession.” 

Mr. Rives, in his reply, said: ‘1 am not a lawyer, or the son of 
a lawyer, but I thank God that there is such a profession as law— 
a profession which insures to us all the protection of life, liberty, 
and property. Yes, I thank God there is a class of m-n qualified b 
habit, learning, and experience, to engage in the great duty of ad- 
ministering the laws of a free country; a class of me: from whom 
have sprung a Mansfield and a Marshall and other great judge+, who 
have been resolute and unflinching in resisting the aggressions of 
arbitrary power and the clamorous demands of popular tumult. 
D es the gentleman forget that John Hampden, a lawyer, laid down 
his life in defense of constitutional government? Does he not know 
that when liberty was thr-atened with extinction in England it was 
placed upon an imperisbable ba-is by the genius, the eloquence, and 
the dauntl. ss eloqnence of Thomas Erskine, a Jawyer? Surely he 
cannot have forgotten that James Otis and Patrick Henry, by their 
eloquence, kindled a flame of fire on this continent which can never 
be extinguished ; and I say to him, now, that in all the great strog- 
gles for freejom throughout the world, io every age aud country, 
the lawyers have been th - foremost champions of constitational g »v- 
ernment and of popular freedom.” 

Mr. Wysor said that Governor McDowell was much demoralized 
by the unexpected turn the debate had taken. He protested that 
Mr. Rives had entirely misunderstood his meaning. and done him 
great injustice. The lawyers, of course, were jubilant at this 
triumpbant and noble defence made in behalf of their profession. 

Here, let me farther say, a Virginian, in early days, always 
gloried in a discussion. He never cared very much for a mere speech 
on one side. What he desired was the excitement, the hurrah, the 
onset, the repartee, as we)] as the argument of an animated debate. 
It did not matter how distinguished or elevated the character of the 
speaker, he must be ready to meet any respectable adversary of the 
opposing party. In the course of my humble career I have been 
forced into discussions which | would gladly have avoided, but it 
was always necessary to pretend to be quite anxious for the fray. 

The ablest lawyers of the State attended the County Courts. 
There ihe retainers were obtained, and there preparation was made 
for the trial of cases in the Circnit Courts; for after those cours 
were establis! ed, in the progress of tim , most of the important liti- 
gation was carried ou in those torums. I do not hesitate to say, from 
all that ] have seen and heard, that some of the finest displays ever 
made before any judi ial tribunal in Vi ginia have been made in 
the County Courts. N» rigid rules were enforced, or t+ chnicalities 
observed, and there wee frequent opportunities afforded for the dis- 
play of all the arts of the advocate, as well as the powers of the 
logician. 

In those days thrre were, of course, but few law books. I donbt 
very much whether we have gained anything by their rapid ioulti 
plication, Now, the great effurt is to find adjudged cases, and to 
reconcile conflicting authorities spread over the reports of more than 
forty States. Wemay have now more learned and technical law- 
yers; but have we sounder decisions, abler jurists, and better 
thinkers ? 

It was before the County Court, as a court of examination of 
persons charged with felonies, that the ficest efforts were made, The 
great object was to save the accused the expense of a trial in the 
Civil Court, and to keep clear of a tribunal where more rigid rules 
of evidence were applied. I have, myself, witnessed some very dram- 
atic scenes, and heard many interesting anecdotes connected with 
the courts of examination, but they donot find an appropriate place 
in an address of this sort. 

Whatever others may think or say, I venture to assert that the 
County Court of earlier years was the finest school on this continent 
for training a great advocate and lawyer. There not only the bright- 
est gifts of oratory and of argnment were brought into play, but 
there, also, all the qualities of a resolate will and purpose, great 
promptness in extraordinary emergencies, skill in the conduct of 
causes and in the cross-examining of wituesses, were fully developed 
and exercised; and many of the great lawyers—a majority of them 
—who have become famous in the cities of Virginia have had their 
training in the County Courts of the State. 

And here, I trust, | may be pardoned for saying that I recall no 
period of my life with more pleasure and pride than that which em- 
braces my earliest practice before the County Courts of Virginia. Of 
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the fow triumphs and experiences I have had, it seems to me the 
most delightfal and gratifying occurred in the practice in those 
courts. To others, 1 dare say, they would seem but trivial and com- 
monplace, but to me they have a flavor and a charm that nothing in 
later yearscan impart. I e+e gentlemen around me who, I am sure, 
would make the same confession. When a man passes the meridian, 
he lives more in the past than in the future; he finds more comfort 
and solace in the pleasures of memory than in the allarements of 
hope. The eyes of youth communicate their own lustre to the com- 
monest objects, a lustre which sometimes sheds a rich coloring over 
the col. atmosphere of maturer years. Said Christopher Nor h to 
the Ettric Shepherd: ‘I wish, James, [ wish, the world would stand 
still some dozen years, till I am at rest. The heavens above my head 
are hardly tbe same pure heavens as in former days or nights. The 
blue sky, I mast confess, is not quite so blue as it was some years 
ago, and the sun, though a glorivus luminary, has lost just a little 
of its lustre.” 

And so it seems to me that the mountains and the trees are not 
so high and the streams not so broad and deep as they were when I 
was a boy; certainly, the courts are not now so attractive, they are 
not the arenas for the display of so much youthfal wit and eloquence, 
and, sad to say, I do not f-el half so wise and clever. I have vot the 
feeling of self confidence to sustain and support me now as in the 
years when I traveled on horseback from court-house to court house. 
with a pair of saddle-bags containing a single law book and a few 
articles of clothing, but eager and expectant of brilliant forensic dis- 
pl ys and triumphs. I can well recall my feeling of exultation when 
my poor but respectable client, being acquitted of the charge of 
petit larceny or assault and battery by a highly intelligent jury, 
paid me my fee of five dollars in a Virginia bank note, or more gene- 
rally, with a promise in writing, signed, sealed and delivered, which 
I yet retain, as a memento of early struggles and triumphs. 

It was Descartes, the French philosopher, who said he had a 
specisl regard for young women with squint eyes, having in early 
life loved a girl who squinted. ‘‘ Arrogauce is natural to youth,” 
suid Goethe. ‘A man believes in his youth that the world properly 
began with him, and that all exists for hissake. In the East there 
Was a man who every morning cullected his people about him, and 
never would go to work until he command -d the sun torise. Kut 
he was wise enough not to speak his command until the sun of its 
own »ccord was ready to appear.” 

As I have already said, when a man passes middle life he lives 
more in the past than in the fatnre. Mach of this feeling is due to 
th- po er of association which blinds onr eyes to defects in the ob- 
jects of early admiration, when memory recal s them from the land 
of forgetfulness, 

And vow, in conclusi n,let me say, whether the opinion of Chief 
Justice Marshall, as to the influence of the County Court on the 
habits and sentiments of the people, was correct or not, there can 
be no deubt of the currectness of his views with regard to the good 
order aud harmony which have always prevailed iu the State. The 
people of Virginia, at every ; eriod of th ir histury, have been justly 
noted for their obedience to law, their respect for authority, und a 
sacred regard for the rights of persons and property. I'he ocvasional 
exhibitio .s of mob violence against a certain class of offenders we do 
not consider any just exception to this rule. There is not a people 
ou earth who, on such occasiuns, would wait the slow and tedious 
process of the law. Human nature is not proof against the appeal 
for quick and terrible punishment in such cases 

We feel an honest pride that Virginia enjoys the confiden:e and 
respect of other States, that her p-ople tustain an honorable repu- 
tation abroad for peaceful and urderly habits, for an ecosomical aud 
well administered State government, and fur the security of life and 
property, and, under the influence of these prevalent notions, that 
fureign capital has sought investment here; that valuable industiies 
lave been established, and enter.rises of great pith and moment 
set on foot, and tbat, with the return of prosperity to the country 
the State wil grow in wealth, population and n«tional influence. 
Bui, though the innovating and aggressive spirit of the age is here, 
I am not one of those that think ‘‘ Old Virginia” is dead and a New 
Virginia has taken her place., I rejoice that ‘Old Virginia” still 
lives, and that she will continue to live as long as constitutional 
government and a love of cunstitutional liberty shall find an abiding 
plice on this continent. Yes, the Old Virgivia of the ancient County 
‘Court days has not yet depart-d—the Virginia of which Mr. Win- 
throp made such noble utterance in the hall of the House of Repre- 
resentatives upon the inauguration of the Washington monument. 

‘I am, myself,” said Mr. Winthrop, ‘a New Englander by 
birth, ason of Massachusetts, bound by the strongest ties of affec- 
tion and blood to honor and venerate the earlier and later worthie: 
of the old Paritan Commonwealth, jealous of their fair fame and 
«ver ready to assert and vindicate their just renown, but [ turn 
reverently to the Old Dominion to-day, and salute her as the mother 
of the pre eminent and incomparable A‘nerican, the Father of his 
Country, and-the foremost figure in all merely humin history. Vir- 
gzinia has had other noble sons whom I wil! not name, but whom I 
alo not forget. When I remember how many they are, and how great 
they have been, and how much our country has owed them, I may 
well exclaim, ‘ Feliz prolevirum” But as IL think of her Washington 
—our Washington rather—let me siy, Iam almost ready to add, 
* Laeta deum partu,’” 

But whilst we must give due hono: to the past and the teach- 
ings of «experience, while we mustsagaciously scan the councils and 


take a just pride in the wisdom and glory of our forefat we 
must not forget that we live in an age of progress, and that if we 
would keep pace with the world we must have the foresight and 
preparation for a great future. 

Although the Old Dominion still lives, henceforth deducing the 
rule of asafe pr gress from a wise experience, her fame must rest 
on other grounds; she must nse new instrumentalities and weapons 
of warfare, and exert her influence in different directions. Hereafter 
she will be seen, heard, and felt in her institutions of learning, scat- 
tering the blessings of education and knowledg- over a smiling land; 
in her cultivated farms, supporting a prosperous and happy people; 
in her fields of coal and iron aud gypsum, sufficient to supply the 
markets of the world; in her broad and navigable rivers, sufficient 
to carry the commerce of nations; ina climate as mild and sala- 
brious as the “ Isles of Greece ;” and, above all, in the aptitude and 
energy of a people devoted to freedom—the descendants «f a race 
which carries in its breast the abounding strength and the uncon- 
querable will which has made it the victor inall the great struggles 
of civilization. Henceforth these are to be our titles to the respect 
of nations, our passport into the family of greatand powerful States, 
aud our security and protection against the oppressive legislation of 
unscrupul.as majorities. But although all our bigh mountains were 
mountains of iron, and all our rivers like the fabled stream of Pac- 
tolus, rolled over golden sands, this will not be Virginia as our 
fathers made it, unless we, like them, cherish the most sacred regard 
for all the obligations of duty, honor and patriotism, not only as 
individaals but as members of a profession, which in all ages has 
been one of the chief defenses and securities of free institutions. 





THE LEGAL EVOLUTION AND STATUS OF AMERICAN 
PAPER MONEY. 





By WALTER D. DaBNEY. 





An important question which has recently engaged, and must 
continue to engage public attention until a solution of it be arrived 
at, aud which has a history and an aspect distinctively legal, is 
that of our pap r money. I have ventured, therefore, 10 prepare 
for your consideration, upon this occasion, some observations on the 
legal evolution and status of American paper currency. 

Most of the colonies, from time to time before tue Revolation, 
issued fur use as acirculating medium their own obligations, which, 
though varying somewhatin characteristics, were commonly known 
as * bills of credit.” The experience with them was very disast: ous. 
Sabsequently came the Continental currency, issued by the old con- 
federation. This, notwithstanding the laws of the States, clothing 
it with the quality of legal tender, *‘ gently fell asleep in the hands 
of its last possessors” before the revolutionary struggls closed, 
leaving its very nime @ synonym of worthlessness. 

From this time uutil several years after the new government 
went into operation under the coustitution, the United States were 
without a national currency, either of coin«r paper. Very few of 
the States, between the recognition of independence and the adop- 
tion of the constitution, ventured i direct emissions of paper 
money ; and, although tuoree or four bauks were chartered with tho 


- privilege of issuing notes for circula ion, practically the only cur- 


rency of the country during that interval, and for several years 
afterwards, was foreign coin. 

The constitution adopted in 1788 forbade the States to “emit 
bills of credit,” or to make anything except gold and silver a legal 
tender. It empowered Congress ‘‘to coin money and to regulate 
the value thereof and of foreign coin.” But no authority to estab- 
lish banks of issue, or to emit paper money or bills of credi, was 
expressly conferred on Congress. In fact, a proposition to authorize 
the emission of bills of credit by the Federal Legislatu e, was over- 
whelmingly defeated in the convention which framed the constitu- 
tion; and one to give Congress the power to grant charters of in- 
corporation was also rejected. 

And yet the first national currency put forth under the author- 
ity of the United S ates, befure ever a coin had been struck or even 
a mint established, was through the agency of a Na’ional bank in- 
corporated by Congress in 1791, largely with a view of increasing 
the volame of mouey in the country by meaus of the notes it was 
empowered to issue for circulation. 

Among the reasons urged by Hamilton in his famous report ad- 
vocating the establishment of the bank were: That ba ks in good 
credit can circul.te a far greater sum than the actual amount of 
their capital in gold and silver; that whatever enhances the quan- 
tity of the circulating medium adds to the ease with which every in- 
dustrious member may acquire that portion of it of which he stands 
in need; that they tend to diminish usury. He even went so far as 
to say that “the vivilication of industry by a full circulation with 
the aid of a proper and well regulated paper credit, may more than 
compensste for the luss of a part of the gold and silver of @ nation, 
if the consequences of avoiding that loss should be a scanty or de- 
fective circulation.” He, however, explicity ex«luded from among 
his arguments for a bank, the more difficulty of getting muney, be- 
cause, as he says, that is a general complaint; * the complaint of 
all times, and one in which imagin:tion wust ever have too great 
~cope to permit an appeal to it.” (See th's report in Annals of First 
Congress, 1789-"91. Vol. II., p. 2280.) 








Hamilton preferred to augment the currency by means of bank 
notes rather than by the direct emis-ion of paper money by the Gov- 
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ernment, observing that since this had been wisely prohibited by 
the constitution to the individual States, the United States ought 
not to disregard the spirit of the prohibition. The capacity of the 
few State banks then existing was considered by him i: adequate 
for the accomplishment of the results which he cont mplated, 
though he admitted their utility for purposes of local circulation, 
and never intimated a doubt of the right of the States to create 
them, or suggested the existence of any power in the Federal Gov- 
ernment to suppress them. 


Through Hamilton’s influence largely, the bill to create the 
first bank of the United States passed both houses of Congress, but 
Washington before approving it, took the written opinions of mem- 
bers of his Cabinet as to its constitutionality, which had been 
warmly controverted. The opinion of Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary 
of State, was that Congress had no power under the constitution to 
create the bank—one objection being very characteristic of the views 
at that time held by Jefferson rela:ed to the feature of issuing 
notes fur circulation. ‘‘ This,” he says, ‘‘ according to my ideas of 
paper money, is clearly a demerit.” (See History of Bank of U. S., 
p41.) Ata later prriod, however, he tacitly admitted the consti- 
tutionality of the bank, and so far waived his objections to paper 
money as tu suggest an emission of treasury notes as a currency. 


* 7 * * 7 * 


The meaning and practical effect of the constitutional provision 
forbidding the States to “‘emit bills of credit” was for the firss 
time presented for the consideration of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in 130, in the case of Craig v. Missouri (4 Peters, p. 
410). In1821 the Legislature of that State passed an act t r the 
establishment of loan offices, at which loans should be made by 
the State to its citizens, of certain certificates which the act directed 
to be issued of denominations not exceeding ten dollars nor less than 
fifty cents. 

The «ertificates were made receivable for taxes and other mon- 
eys due the State or any county or town therein; and for salaries 
aud fees due State officers. Certain public property, as well as the 
credit of the State, was specifically pledged for their redemption, 
and the treasury officials were Me “to withdraw annually 
from circulation” one-tenth part of them. They. were plainly in- 
tended to circulate as a currency. The counsel who appeared for 
Craig, denying the right of the State to issue these certiticates, was 
Daniel Sheffey, the fuunder of the well known Virginia family of 
that name an able lawyer, and an ardent Federalist. In respect to 
t e reason for prohibiting the States from emitting bills of credit, 
Mr. Sbeffey argued that iu relation to money as a circulating me- 
mevium,the States are one; that each and all of them have one 
and the same interest in asound currency ; that these interests are 
@ unit not only from the neigborhood of the States to each other, 
and their free and unrestricted intercourse, but because the regula- 
tions of the constitution embrace the whole subject of money asa 
circulating medium. Following up his argument, he admitted that 
the principles be contended for would bring into serious doubt the 
legality of the issue of bank notes under State charters. 

The purport of Mr. Benton’s argument in bebalf of the State or 
Missouri was that the quality of legal tender was essential to a bill 
of credit in the constitutional sense, und that quality, being absent 
from these certificates, they were not prohibited. The eminent 
sevator from Missouri did not contine himself strictly to argument, 
however, and it is somewat amusing at the present day to read his 
remarks concerning the impropriety of the language of the writ 
“sunimoning the Sovereign State of Missouri” before the court. He 
said he appeared rather us a “ corps of observatiun” to watch what 
was going on than as an advocate to vindicate the acts of his State. 
He had listened to what had been going on before the court, and 
found a gen! leman trom another State imputing to Missouri an act 
fraught with injustice and :mmorality. ‘If in questions of this 
kind,” he exclaimed, *‘ the character of a sovereigu State shall be 
nade the subject of imputations, this peaceful tribunal would not 
be able to procure tue submission of the States to its jurisdiction; 
and contests about civil rights would be sett ed amid the din of 
arms rather than in these halls of national justice. 

Thiee justices of the court of seven were of opinion that the 
issue of the certificates should be sustained on one or other of the 
following grounds: 1. That it was at least doubtful whether it was 
not a bova fide mans of buirowing money, in which event it would, 
of course, be permissible; 2. Because to constitute an instrument a 
bill of credit in the constitutional sense, there must be, if not a 
legal tender quality attached, at least sume obligation or necessity 
to receive them in payment, and some legislativecompulsion to give 
them circulation ; 3. Because the form of the instrument, being an 
interest-bearing promise to receive, distinguished it from a bill of 
credit, which was a promise to pay; 4. Because the certificates 
were issued on the faith ofa fund providing for their redemption 
and not merely on the faith of the State, whereas bills of credit can 
have no such redemption fund to meet their p:yment. The major- 
ity of the court, however, decided—Chief Justice Marshall deliver- 
ivg the opinion—that the certificates were bills of credit, and conse- 
quently prohibited. Said he: “‘ 10 emit bills of credit conveys to 
the wiud the idea of issuing paper intended to circulate through 
the cummunity for its ordinary purposes as money, which paper is 
redeemable at a future day. ‘Lhis is the sense in which the terms 
have been always understood. The term has acquired an appro- 
priate meaning, end bilis of cr. dit signify a paper medium intended | 





to circulate between individuals, and between Government and indi- 
viduals, for the ordinary purposes of society. If the prohibition 
(to emit bills of credit) means artything, if the words are not empty 
rounds, it must comprehend the emission of any paper medium by a 
State government for the purposes of common c reulation.” Al- 
though the attempt to put forth a paper currency emanating directly 
irom the State government was thus frustrated, the object was ac- 
complished by the interposition of a nominal corporation, acting in 
its own name, but forthe account and benefit of the State. 

In imitation of the pl.n of the first bank of the United States, 
a number of States, soon after its charter expired, established banks 
of which considerable proportions of the stock were subscribed and 
owned by the State. Others, advancing a step further along the 
line of public ownership, weut into the business of banking on their 
own accounts exclusively—muking it a branch of public adminis- 
tration. Iu the latter class of bauks the stock was all subscribed 
and owned by the State, no private shareholders were admitted, 
and the curporation consisted only of the president and directors, 
who were appointed and acted as public officers, 

In a suit against the Planters’ Bauk of Georgia—the State be- 
ing one of the stockholders—the defence was set up that the suit 
was against the State, but the Supreme Court of the United States 
held otherwis». Subsequently, the Supreme Court decided that the 
Commonwealth Bank of Kentucky, which was owned and adminis- 
tered exclusisely by the state—there being od (er stockholders 
—was yet a diffcrent person from the State, and hence was liable to 
suit where the State would not have been liable. 
C mm nwealth v. Wistar, 2 Pet. 318 ) 

This distinction between the State itse.f and a bank owned and 
conducted exclu-ively by it, was some years afterwards applied to 
sustain the note issues of this very bank, aud to differentiate them 
from bills of credit emitted by the state. (See Briscoc v. Common- 
wealth Bank of Keutucky, 11 Peter, 257.) 

The case in which the question was presented first came before 
the court a short time before the death of Chief Justice Marshall, 
wh ch occurred in 1835; but no decision was announced, because a 
majority of the whole court did vot coucur in opinion regarding it. 
Justice Story is authority for the staten ent that on the first argu- 
meut a majority of the members present were of the opinion that 
the notes of the bank were bills of credit emitted by the State, 
within the meaning and prohibition of the constitution. Two mem- 
bers of this majority were Judge Story himself and Chief Justice 
Marshall. 

Before the cause was again argued, great changes had taken 
place in the member-hip of the court, the most importaut of which, 
ana the most far reaching in its effect upon the jucicial interpreta- 
tion of the constitution trom that time to the beginning of the civil 
war, was the death of Marshall and the appointme t of Taney as 
Chief Justice in his place. Only « few years befure this time Taney 
had been placed by President Jackson at the head of the Treasury 
Department, for the very purpose of carrying out bis policy of re- 
moving the Goveroment deposits irom the Bank of the Uvited 
States. The independent treasury system not having at that time 
been adopted, it was necessary to have recourse to the facilities of 
the State banks for the fiscal purposes of the Government, and some 
of the depositories selected by S:cretary Tarey for ihe public mon- 
eys were banks of issue owned and operated exclusively by the 
states, e. g., the Bank of the State of Alabama. (See Docs. with 
Report of secretary of Treasury, Decemver 4th, 1833.) He, there- 
fore, came upon the bench committed, to a certain extent, to the 
constitutionality of this species of banks. It is not meant that 
Judge Taney was influenced in his judicia: opinion by partisan co - 
siderations, or by the desire to avoid a seeming inconsistency. The 
ermine was never worn by one of greater purity or firmness of char- 
acter. He and the majority of his associates ou th+ Supreme bench 
only shared the genera! sentiment of reaction, which had sume time 
beture set in against the constitutional views of Marshall. There 
were several important coustitutional cases besides this of the Ken- 
tucky bauk which had been argued, but not decided, before Taney’s 
appointment, in which he and the new court (as it may well be 
called) came to conclusions different from those which Marshall 
was known to have entertained. 

Not only were the not:s in this case issued by a bank entirely 
owned and controlled by the State, in which no private individual 
owned a dollar of stock, but, by an act possed shortly after the 
establishment of the bank, creditors were compelled to receive iis 
notes in payment, or else to suffer a consid-rable postponement of 
their rights. This, besides impairing the obligation of contracts, 
would seem to have been an evasiun, if not a direct and absolut. 
violation, of thas clause of the constitution which prohibits the 
States from making anything but gold and silver a tender in pay- 
ment of debts. ‘This modified legal tender quality of the notes was 
not, however, considered by the court, or, at least, its constitution- 
ality was not passed on. ithe arguments and the opinions turned 
upon the questiors—first, whether the notes were “ bills of credit,” 
a8 meant by the cons itution; and second, whether their issuance 
by a bank owned and controlled wholly by the State, through 
agents appointed by the Legislature, was not in fact an emission by 
the State. ‘ 

The opinion of the court was delivered by Justice McLean, who 
was one of the dissentients’ in the case of Craig v. Missouri, but 
who undertook to differentiate the character of the Sta‘e certifi- 
cates involved in that case from the bank notes involved in this. 


(See Bank of 
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The line of reasoning was somewhat as follows: That the State 
could undoubtedly incorporate private individuals into a bank with 
authority to issue notes for circulation; that the fact of the State 
owning all the capital of the bank, and of its operations being con- 
ducted for the sole benefit of the State, did not make it a mere 
agency of the Government, nor identify it with the State, nor con- 
fer upon it any of the attributes of sovereignty ; that it was a dif- 
ferent personality from the 8: ate, aud its issues were not the issues 
of the State, either in form or in fact. It was also held that the 
bank notes were not “bills of credit” in the constitutional sense, 
because there was a fund appropriated by law for their redemption 
—namely, the capital of the bank, and also the holders had the right 
of suit against the bank to enforce their payment. The right of suit, 
it was said, never attached to the “ bills of credit” prohibited by 
te constitu ion, because they were the emission of the sovereigu 
a as they existed before the constitution, which could not be 
sued. 

The opinion of the court, of course, sustained the issue of the 
notes as constitutional, but two of the judges denied that any dis- 
tinction could be maintained between notes issued by a bank of a 
pone public character and netes issued by the State itself. The 

istinction is certainly difficult to grasp; and the refinements by 
which the court distinguished these notes from ‘‘bil's of credit” 
were also in direct opposition to the comprehensive definition 
which Marshall had given of those instrumeuts in his opinion in 
Craig v. Missouri. Notwithstanding Briscoe’s Ca-e was followed by 
several othe:s which arose prior to the civil war, it may be doubted 
whether this kind of currency would tu-day be countenanced in 
the Supreme Court, even shoald the tax on State bauk issues be re- 
pealed. 

Justice Stcry, dissenting in this case, while maintaining that 
the issues of the bank under consideration were in substance find 
in fact issues of the State, and therefore void, was careful to re- 
mark that his objectio s did not apply to the notes of private State 
banks. But he said the right ot the State to create banks of issue 
is ‘‘subject always to the control of Congress, whose powers extend 
to the entire regulation of the currency of the country.” This quo- 
tation is given because is was assumed as an unquestionable propo- 
sition by a majority of the Federal Sapreme Court in the snbsequent 
case where the tax on State bank issues was sustained. The valid- 
ity of the issues of banks incorporated, but not exclusively owned 
by the State, though sometimes questioned in argument, both in 
Congress and at the bar af the Supreme Couet, seems never to have 
been directly assailed in judicial proceedings, but has been recog- 
bized and tacidly admitted time and time again. 

One consideration I have not seen adverted to, seems to me 
to completely differentiate the notes of private State banks from 
bills of credit emitted by the State. This is, that the right to issue 
circulating notes is not a fianchise (like that of taking tolls, for 
example), exercisabie only by legislative permission. If such it 
were, it might with furce be argued that the State, being forbidden 
to do the thing directly, could not authorize its citizens to do it. 
Bat unless resirained by statute, any one may issue notes to be 
used as currency. (See Daniel Neg. Insts., Fourth Ed., Vol. II., 
sec. 1668.) Therefore, when a State incorporates private individ- 
uals into a banking compavy, with power to issue circulating notes, 
it does not confer‘on them a sovereign attribute any more than 
would be conferred by authorizing the company to borrow money 
or to do any other thing an individual might do. This cousidera- 
tion also shows the fallacy of the argument that Congressional 
legislation against State bank issues is an interference with the re- 
served sovereignty and prerogatives of the States. 

The notes of these public State banks were usually, by the acts 
authorizing their issue, made receivable for public dues. In some 
cases the State afterwards undertook to withdraw this privilege, 
giving rise to litigation in the Federal courts of the character 
which so long embarrassed Virginia with her tax-receivable cou- 

ns. An example of it may be seen in the case of Woodruff v. 
Trapnall, 10 How. 190, where it was held that the notes of the 
bank, in circulation at the time of the repeal of the provision 
making them receivable for public dues, were not affected by the 
repeal, and the holder might use them to discharge his indebted- 
ness to the State, notwithstanding he acquired them after the re- 
repealing act ated me / 

The charter of the second Bank of the United States having ex- 
pired in 1836 aud its notes having been withdrawn from circulation, 
an issue of Treasury notes was authorized the following year, for 
the first time since 1815, no such notes having been issued during 
the twenty years of the bank’s existence. This fact isa striking 
illustratiun of the service the bank had rendered the Government by 
enabling it, through temporary loans, to tide over emergencies. It 
may be observed here that the first and second banks of the United 
States were chiefly useful as fiscal agents of the Government; their 
note issues were never sufficiently great to provide the country with 
an adequate amount of currency ; and while they may have operated 
to some extent to restrain the issues of State banks and to compel 
them to maintain specie payments, the existence of State banks of 
issue until Congress provided a general banking system with a spe- 
cial view to creating a currency, was absolutely necessary. 

Treasury note issues were frequent from the time the Bank of 
the United States went out of existence to the breaking out of the 
war, but not in sufficient amounts to form a very considerable pro- 
portion of the currency and always as a temporary expedient, their 








speedy redemption and retirement being kept constantly in view. 
‘Lhe only other national currency at that time wascoin. The circu- 
lating medium of the country consisted chiefly of the notes of State 
banks, upon which there was no national restriction, which pos- 
sessed various degrees of credit and po | unequal resources and 
which were adwinistered often great and not unfrequently with 
little skill, prudence and integrity. 

The banks were always under the theoretical obligation to pay 
their notes on demand in specie, but there were periods when specie 
payments were suspended by most of them, sometimes for several 


-years together. Yet their notes, in the absence of any other currency, 


continued to circulate, at a diseount greater or less, according to 
circumstances. There existed between the banks and the communi- 
ties in which they were located the reciprocal relation of debtor and 
creditor, and so long as the good sssets of the banks, consisting of 
commercial paper maturing at short periods, equalled or exceeded 
their liabilities, the public confidence in the ul:imate redemption of 
the notes kept them in circulation. Although in the absence of a 
prohibitory statute, the right to issue notes for «ircujation could be 
exercised by any one who pleased, yet the privilege was in fact so 
generally restricted by legislation that the policy of the States may 
be said to have been to confine it to incorporated institutiors or to 
persons acting under a general banking law. For example, when a 
city, under a clause in its charter allowing it to borrow money, 
undertook to issue its obligations to circulate as currency, the issue 
was held to be void, because against the policy of the State. (See 
Thompson v. Richmond, 12 Wall, 349.) 

O . the 31st December, 1861, the State banks susp nded specie 
pay mens, and in consequence of that suspension and of the necessity 
of adequate provisions for the financial exigencies of t e Govern- 
ment during the war, a new financial policy was adopted. The 
theory of nationality and centralization of power in the General 
Government then reached its climax. By a series of acts, commence 
ing with that of Feb. 25. 1862, Ci ngress authorized the issue of 
United States notes to the amount of several hu dr-d millions of 
dollars and the notes so issued, except those for fractional purts of 
a dollar, were declared to be “lawful money aud a legal tender” in 
payment of all debts, public and private, in the United States ex- 
cept daties on imports and interest on the public debt. This was 
the first time since the adoption of the constitution that this qual- 
ity had been attached to paper money by the United States. The 
notes were made convertible into Government bonds and receivable 
at par in payment for loans, but instead of being cancelled when re- 
ceived in payment by the Government, the Secretary of the Tr-asury 
was authorizrd to reissue them, thus making them a permanent ele- 
ment in the currency. ‘lhey were made payable to bearer, but not 
on demand or at any specified time; in fact, no definite period for 
their payment in coin was fixed or even ‘contemplated at the time 
they were issued. 

In the case of Bank v. Supervisors, 7 Wall, decided in 1868, 
an interesting question was presented as to the character of these 
notes, whether they were fiat money or obligations of the Govern- 
ment redeemable in coin. It was argued that they were not securi- 
ties issued under the constitutional power to borrow money on the 
credit of the United States; that not being payable either on de- 
mand or at any fixed time, they might be paid when presented by new 
notes of a similar kind; that they were mere promis+s to make other 
promises, to be renewed ad infinitum ; that there was no relation of 
debtor and creditor created by them, no lo:n or evidence of loan, 
that the credit of the Gove nment was no further involved than it 
would be in fixing the Government stamp and giving a nominal 
value to debased coin greater than its real value; that Congress, in 
short, instead of borrowing money, m:de it, and rendered borrow- 
ing upnecess This was the fiat money view of the enback 
presented and Chief Justice Chase, Gelivering the opinion of the 
court, admitted there was much force init. ‘‘It is clear,” he said, 
‘that these notes were intended to circulate as money and with the 
National bank notes. to constitute the credit cuirency of the 
country.” * * “Buton the other hand,” he taid, and this was 
the conclusion reached, “it is equally clear that these notes are 
obligations of the United States. Their name imports obligation. 
Every one of them expresses upon its face an engagement of the 
nation to pay the beareracertaineum. The dollar note is an en- 

agement to pay a dollar, and the dollar intended is the eoined do}- 
ar of the United States. 

In July, 1862, Congress for the first time undertook to restrict 
paper issues not emitted under its own authority. This it did by 
prohibiting, under penalty of fine or imprisonment, the issuance tor 
circulation, as money, of notes or other tokens for less than one dol- 
lar. The object of this provision was to secure the field for the cir- 
culation of po-tage stamps to which a limited quality of currency 
was given by the same act and which, a short time after, were su- 
perseded for purposes of change by fractional notes. The provision 
was held not to apply to notes issued by a manufacturing company 
promising to pay not in moncy but in goods and having a limit-d 
neighborhood circulation as a currency. (United States v. Van 
Anken, 96 U. S., 366.) 

In February, 1863, the first National banking act was passed 
entitled ‘‘ An act to provide a national currency secured by a pledge 
of United States stocks, and to provide for the circulation and re- 
demption thereof.” The notes of the National banks are issued to 
them by the Government ard stecured by a deposit of United States 
bonds in the national treasury. Should a bank fail, the Government 
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redeems its notes, selling the bonds for the purpose and having, 
moreover, @ first lien on the assets of the bank in case of d ficiency. 
By this means National bank notes-are made absolutely secure. The 
failure of the bank does not in the ‘east affect their value; but as 
the profit of issaing them depends largely on the cost of the bonds 
by which they- must be secured, the amount of them in circulation 
decreases as the price of the bonds advances and unless some other 
tecurity be sulstituted for Government bonds, the National bank 
circulation muaet cease to exist with the national debt. 

By an act of July, 1866, a tax of 10 per cent. was imposed by 
Congress ‘‘on the amount of notes of any person, St:te bank or 
State banking association used for circulation,” and paid out after 
Aug. 1, 1866. State bank money was difficult to suppress, but this 
was too much for it; it went out of existen:e and is still kept out of 
circulation by this provision. The constitutionality of this tax was 
brought in question befor:.the Supreme Court in 1869, in the case 
of Veazie Bank v. Fenno, 8 Wall, 533. One of the arguments against 
the tax was that it impaired a franchise granted by the Sta'e, name- 
ly, that of issuing notes as a currency, which, it was said, Congress 
could not constitutionally do. Two of the justices concurred i : this 
view, being of opinion that the tax was one upon powers and facul- 
ties belonging to the State governments. And it may be ac} nowl- 
«dyed that if the issuance of paper money for circulation was a 
power and faculty belonging to the State governments, to be exer. 
ci-ed as an agency of their sovereignty, the tax would |eyond all 
doubt be unconstitutional. This principle was laid down in the care 
of ( ollector v. Day, 11 Wall. 113, where it was held by the Supreme 
Court that the United States could not tax-the agencies established 
by the State governments for the discharge of their constitutional 
funetions, and that a tax on the salary of a State judge was there 
fore void. Butt e issuance of paper money, so far from being a 
rroper sovereign f..nction of the State, is expressly forbidden to the 
States by that clause of the constitution which says, ‘‘ No State 
shall emit bills of credit.” 

The tax on State bank issues was sustained by the majority of 
the court, not only on the ground that the power of Congress ‘‘ tu 
lay and collect taxes” was without limitation but on the broader 
ground that Corgress has, and at its pleasure may, exercise exclu- 
sive control over the currency of the country. Chief Ju~tice Chase, 
delivering the opinion, after explaining the measures taken by Con- 
gress to furnish the country with a national currency, said: ** Hav- 
ing thus, in the exercise of undispu'ed constitution] powers, under- 
taken to provide a currency for the whole country, it cannot be 
questioned that Congress may, constitutionally, secure the benefit 
of it to the people by appropriate legislation. To this end Congress 
has de ied the quality of legal tender to foreign coins, and has pro- 
vided by law again-~t the imposition of counterfeit and base coin on 
the community. To the same end Congress may restrain, by suit 
able enactments, the circulation as money of any notes not issued 
under its own authority. Without this po ver, indeed, its attempts 
to secure a sound and uniform currency for the country must be futile.” 
Under this view Congress might have suppressed State bank circu 
lation, by a direct probibition and the imposition of penalties, as 
well as by the exercise of the taxing power: 


In a recent case the Supreme Court said “that only such notes 
as are in law negotiable so as to carry title in their circulation from 
hand to hind, are the subjects of taxation under th» statute. It 
was, no doubt, the purpose of Congress in imposing this tax to pro 
Vi we against co vpetition with the established National currency for 
cirenlation as money, but a- it was not likely that obligations pay- 
able in. anything else than money would pass beyond a limited 
ucighborhood, no attention was given to such issues a; affecting the 
volume of the currency or its cir-ulatiog valve.” It was, theretore, 
held that orders issued by a co-operative mercantile association, pay- 
wble to bearer in merchandise and used to some extent for circula- 
tin, were not within the act. (Hollister v. Mercantile Association, 
111 U. S., p. 62.) 

This revicw bas shown how, notwithstanding doubts of its con- 
stitutionality occasionally suggested, State bank money constituted 
a large and increasing proportion of American currency from the 
fir t foundation of the Government: how the attempt of a State to 
m ke direct issues of its own paper for circulation, in disregard of 
the constitutional prohibition, was frustrated by the United States 
Supreme Court under the dominant influence of Marshall; and how, 
after his death, a departure from his views took place in the conrt, 
recognition was given to the issues of public State-owned banks, 
and the — on against the State emitting bills of credit thus 
pr ctically evaded. It bas aleo shown how the right of the National 
Government to create a paper currency, either directly or by means 
of bauks of issue, was sustained against the encroachments of the 
States; how, during a long series of years, paper money was cireu- 
la «d simultaneously under the authority of ‘he States and of the 
National Government, and how the paramount authority of the lat- 
ter over the whole currency, whi h had been asserted many years 
before, even by statesmen of the strict States rights’ school, was 
finally enforced by the expulsion ot all State bank circulation, leav- 
ing a national currency only, consisting of co n, United States notes 
anu National bank notes. 

One pow r of the highest importance which had been asserted 
by Congress still wanted judicial san:tion. This was the power of 
attaching the legal tend-r quality to United States notes. The de- 
cision of this question was avoided by the courts as long as possible, 


the question, were decided on other grounds. Finally, however, it 
was squarely presented in the case of Hepburn v. Griswold (8 Wall- 
aee) and, by a majority of the court, the legal tender clause of the 
act was held unconstitutional. Chief Justice Chase who had, as 
Secretary of Treasu' y, advised the legal tender provision, delivered 
the opinion of the court against its validity; thus, hs Mr. Justice 
Field subsequently said, preferring to preserve his integrity as a 
judicial officer rather than his consistency as a statesman. 

This decisi: n was rendered in December, 1869. There were then 
eight ju-tices of the Supreme Court, three of whom dissented. A 
law had, however, recently taken effect authorizing the appoint- 
ment of an additional justice; and one of the judges, who c,n- 
curred, resiyning in February, 1870, rendered — an appoiut- 
ment to fill the vacancy thus occasioned. Accordingly Justice Strong 
was appointed in February, 1570, and Justice Bradley in March fol- 
lowing. The court was thus constituted of nine op eame of whom 
four were known t» be adverse in opinion to the validity of the legal 
tender clause and three were known to approve it. The views of the 
other two had not been judicially pronounced, ee they were 
supposed to have been well understood by the — ng powerand 
to have furnished the controlling reason. for their selection. ‘Ihe 
lega) tender question came again before the court, as thus consti- 
tuted, in December, 1870. (See Legal Tender Cases, 12 Wallace.) 
The decision reversed that of Hepburn v. Griswold, the two re- 
cently appointed justices concurring in opinion with the three who 
had dissented in the former case, in upholding the power ot Congress 
to impose the legal tender quality. 

The leading political parties were at that time much more dis- 
tinetly divided over this question than they are vow and, by the 
dominant party, the reversal of the decision against the legal tender 
notes was decmed a political necessity. Justice Cliflord, dissenting 
in the cas+ where this was done, availed himself of the double mean- 
ing of a word to express in a d-licate manner bis opinion of the mo- 
tives which centrolled the majority of the court He saic the de- 
cision in Hepburn v. Griswold should undoubtedly be followed, 
‘unless it be held that the judgment in that case was given fur the 
wrong party.” 

The tender-making power, it will be observed, had up to this 
time been aflirmed by five justices and denied by five. Several 
of the justices delivered their opinions at great length, and those 
who aftirmed the constitutional authority of Conzress seemed to up- 
hold it chiefly as a war power grow:ng out of the absvlu e necessity 
of the Government to preserve its existence. It was supposed by 
many, even after this decision, that the court would not sanction 
the exercise of the power by Congress, except upon occasion of the 
greatest and gravest emergency. . 

Ky virtue of the act of Congress known as “ The Re-umption 
Act,” specie payments were resumed on the Ist of January, 1879; 
that is, he legal tender notes might be paid off and redeemed in 
coin, if desired, on presentation at the Treasury; but an act had 
been passed in Msy, 1878, providing that such notes when red: emed, 
should be reissued, paid out and put in circulation again. This was 
in effect, as was decided, an imposition of the legal tender quality 
on new notes issued at a time when no urgent necessity seemed to 
call for such action. The question whether Congress could do this 
was submitied to the Supreme Court and decided in 1884. (Legal 
Tender Cases, 1.0 U. 8., 421.) The court said the question could not 
be distinguished in principle from that previously decided and up- 
held the act of 1878, and the tender mado under its authority. Jus- 
tice Field alone dissented. 

The majority pursued a course of reasoning which led them to 
the following conclusions: 


1. That the power to attach the legal tender quality to the notes 
of the Government is “‘ necessary and proper” witbin the meaning of 
the constitution to the execution of the express power to boirow 
money, and incidental to the exclusive power over the currency. 

2. That the power is ove of a class termed ‘‘ resulting power-,” 
which, though not itself expressly conferred on Congress, nor auxil- 
iary to any single express power, yet results from the aggregate of 
all other powers of the Government combined. 

3. That the United States Government, within the sphere over 
which it is sovereign and for the purpose of exercising its sovereign 
powers, is invested with all incidental powers which, at the time the 
constitution was ado, ted, were regarded as inherent and implied in 
every sovereignty and essential to the exercise of its functions. The 
power to borrow is one of the sovereign powers conferred on Con- 
gress by the constitution, and at the time that instrument was 
framed and adopted, the power to annex the legal tender quality to 
secutities given by the Government for money borrowed by it, was 
regarded as a mere incident to the torrowing power itself, and had 
frequeutly been exercise | by the states of Europe and this country 
and consequently, could be exercised by Congress. 

Whatever may be thought of the policy, the power of the United 
States to make its own obligations emitted as currency, a Jegal ten- 
der, seems to be toc well settled by these decisions to admit of fur- 
ther controversy. The only legal tender paper money now in existence, 
however, are the so called greenb .cks, representing the war issues, 
and the Treasury notes issued the Sherman act of 1890 for the pur- 
chase of silver bullion. Neither the silver certificates, which form 
so large a proportion of the currency, nor the gold certificates are a 
legal tender; but as both classes of certiticates are obligations of 
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the Government for the ——— of coin deposited in tl:e Treasury, 
they might undoubtedly made such ; and since the Government 
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is ultimately bound for the redemption of t' e National bank notes, 
it might probably make them also a legal tender. 

An interesting question arose recently as to the character of the 
“clearing house ertificates,” which were largely used as a tempo- 
rary currency dusing the money famine which prevailed in thesum- 
mer and autumn of l.st :ear. In the cities, the banks, both State 
and Nationw1, are usually members of an association }nown as the 
clearing house, through which their demands against each other are 
settled and balances ascertained. Upon the deposit by any bank 
with the offices of the clearing house of secur ties fur the balance 
found against it, the clearing bonse certificate of such deposit is re- 
cognized as an acceptable, negotiable instrument by all other mem- 
bers of the assoc ation, and will be received as a deposit by any of 
them. During the panic the banks declined to pay checks drawn 
upon them in money, but those who were members of the various 
clearing house associatiors came 'o an understanding, which their 
depositors acquiesced in, that checks drawn on any of them might 
be paid in clearing house certificates payalle to bearer. This would 
o- the bearer of the certificate a claim fur the amount specified in 

t, not only against the bank on which the check bad been drawn, 
but again t any members of the clear ng house association. These 
certificates were paid out and, to a considerable extent, circulated 
as currency, especially in the smaller cities, in nearly all parts of the 
country. They were undoubtedly of great service in relieving the 
financial stringency. 

The ques ion was presented by the Secretary of the Treasury ‘o 
the Attorney-General whether these instruments were “ notes used 
for circulation’ within the meaning of the act of Congress imposing 
a tax of 10 per cent. on the amonnt of all such notes except those of 
National banks. The Attorney-General decided they were not. They 
were not iostraments, he said, upon either the banks which de- 

ited the securities for their payment or the clearing house asso- 
ciation, could be sued in an action at common law and a money judg- 
ment recovered, by proving and introducing the paper alone, with- 
out further evicence. The form of the : articular certificate upon 
which this opi: ion was rendered was as follows on its face: 


ALBANY CLEARING HOUSE CERTIFICATE | $ | 


ALBANY, GEORGIA. 


(Copy. ]} Albany, Ga., August 29th, 1894. 


| 

THIS CERTIFIES, that the FIRST NATIQNAL BANK, of 
| Albany, Ga., has deposited with the undersigned officers of the Albany Clear- 
| ing House, securities of the value of Two Dullars for the payment of the sum of 


ONE DOLLAR 


to said bank or bearer in lawful money of the United States, at Six Months from 
date. or earlier at option of said bank. But no Certificate is to be issued bear- 
ing da‘e later than January Ist, 1894. This Certficate will be received on de- 
posit by any bank or banker belonging o the Clearing House Associa'ion of 
Albany at par at any time before its maturity. 














and on the reverse side it was thus: 
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Applied to this instrament the opinion may be techvically cor- 
rect, since the certificate bore upon its face no express promise to 
pay. But what sball be said of the following ft 


$10.00. CLEARING CERTIFICATE. No...... 


OF THE 


ASSOCIATED BANKS OF Dé‘NVILLE, VA. | 


Danville, Virginia, Auguat tdth, 1893. 

/ ny of the Banks, whose names are printed below, will pay to bearer, on de- | 
mand, TEN DOLLARS, ninety days after the above date, with interest at 
the rate of 6 per cent. per annum. 

THIS CERTIFICATE ia negotiable and payable at any of there Banks. 

Interest will cease 9' days from the above-named date. The payment of this 
certificate is secured by the combined capital of these Banks; also by collateral 
worth one-third more than all the certificates issued 


The following 6 Banks are formally bound for the payment of this paper : 
Planters’ National Bank ; Commercial Bank ; Merchants’ Bank ; Danville Sav- 
ing Bank Loan & Improvement Co.; Border Grange Bank ; Citizens’ Savings 
Bank. 


Whatever the law may be, the fact as expressed by a gentleman 
of Danville at the time, is that “it was first class State bank cur- 
rency.” That sach instruments are not within the act is by no 
means clear. 

But, notwithstanding clearing houce certificates and merchan- 
dise orders may, under peculiar and abnormal circumstances, be used 
to some extent as a circulating medium, they are not money in the 
popular understanding of that. word. ead a money of this 
country now is all based on the credit of the United States—ail, ex- 
cept bunk notes, on the public credit exclusively and directly ; and 
by the word credit in this connection is not meant a gen confi- 
dence in the resources and greatness of the country, as in themselves 
alone imparting value to its paper issues. But it means a confidence 
that this paper money may, at any time, at the will of the holder, 
be exchanged for « oin to its full face amount. 

Since the resumption «f specie payments the United States has 
continuously offered, and still offers, to redeem its notes in coin on 
demand. The liability to this demand is a source of constant dan- 
ger. A supply of coin adequate to meet it must te always kept in 
the treasury; and since the policy of the G. vernment is to pay its 
obligations in gold, if desired, an adequate supply of gold to meet 
the probable demand must be kept constantly on hand. This is no 
easy thing to do; the Government has recently had to borrow #50,- 
000,000 to :eplenish its waning fund of gold. That, too, is liable to 
melt away, ae the bonded debt of the country increased to that 
extent ond the volume of notes, of which payment may at any time 
be demanded in gold, undiminished. Surely this cannot be contin- 
ued. Ifthe Gove nment must borrow, shonid it not, with the pro- 
ceeds of the Joan, finally redeem its outstanding notes and cancel 
them ? Shon'd not the monetary system be abolished which imposes. 
on the Government the duty of redeeming in coin on demand the 
paper money of the country? The result of this system, as is now 
being « emonstrated, is to force the Government constantly to in- 
crease its bonded indebtedness to main ain the fond of coin for the 
paymen: of ite » tes; which, since they are immediately reissued, 
remain undiminished in amount, calling for a consta: t r. petition of 
the process. Should not the function of providing an adequate paper 
currency for the country, redeeming it in coin on demand, be confided 
exclusively to private enterprise—of course, under the s rict super- 
vision of the Government, and nuder sach requirements of law us to 
make the redemption of paper issues in coin perfectly secure f 

Then arises the question—which, indeed, apart from any con- 
sideration of retiring the greenbacks, is already before the country— 
shall State bank money again come into existence? A discussion of 
the economic bearings of this question would be out of place here. 
In respect toits legal or constitutional aspects, positions have re 
cently been taken on both sides which seem to m- equally untenable. 
One is that State bank issues were from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment unconstitutional; the other is that the exercise of the power «.f 
Congress tosuppress these issues was an unconstitutional limitation of 
the right of the States. If the persons who make either of tnese as- 
sertious |hink their views would actually be sustained in the courts, 
should cases involving them be judicially presented. they cannot 
have well considered the decisions which I have attempted to pre- 
sent. The result of them is that the whole question is one for the- 
determination of Congress, and should be decided npon considera- 
tions of p licy and not of barren constitutional theories. 

That something should be done and done speedily, to effect a. 
radical change in the pre ent system of bank curfenry, either by 
opening the field to State bank money or by establishing a new 
foundation for National bank issues, is beyond question. But can- 
not a system of National bank currency be devised which will meet. 
the needs of the people of every State and all parts of the Union, as 
effectively as State bank issues could do sof And should not a sulu- 
tion of the trouble be attempted along this line? Upon economic, 
if not upon constitutional grounds, should not such control of the 
currency, at least to insure its safe'y and uniformity, be left with 
the National Government? 








Receivers of a foreign corporation cannot in Massachusetts, pre- 
vail against another foreign corporation which has attached the 
property of their corporation, to have it applied to the payment of 
its claims. This is substantially the conclusion of Judge Lilley, 
made in the Superior Court recently in the case of the Archer & 
Panc ast Mfg. Co., of Illinois vs. Northwestern Hardware Co., of 
Pennsylvania, and the Shreve, Crump & Low Co., of Boston. Neith- 
er the plaintiff nor the chief defendant have a place of business in 
Mas achusetts and the former brought this suit to have certain 
property in the hands of the Shreve, Crump & Low Co., beionging 
io the defendant, charged to be applied to two notes for $15,000. 
After this attachment of the defendant's property was made, A. H. 
Harris and H. C. Thompson, appointed by the Pennsylvania «ourt 
as receivers for the defendant, made an adverse claim to the attached 
property and asked the court to order it turned over to them. Judge 
Lilley, while he finds that the trustee did hold the property and 
recognize the claim of the receivers to it, before the attachment of 
it, holds that the plaintiff is entitled to prevail on the issue, orders. 
the trustee charged, and dismisses the claimant’s claim. This is the 
first time that this question has, so far as is known, come up for de- 








cision in that State. The property which is charged for the benefit 
ef the plaintiff is valued at about $1,000. 
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more, Md. 
Treasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 
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STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 


ALABAMA. 
President—James E. Webb. Birmingham. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Alex. Troy, Montgomery. 

ARKANSAS. 
President—M. T. Sanders, Helena. 
Secretary—G. W. Shiun, Little Rock. 
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Secretary—C. J. Brown, Topeka. 
Trea-urer—Howell Jones, Topeka. 
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President—Malcolm Yeaman, Henderson. 
Secretary—J. G. Poore, Frankfort. 
LOUISIANA. 
President—J. W. Burgess, Baton Rouge. 
Secretary—T. Sambola Jones, Baton Rouge. 
MAINE 


INE. 
President—Charles F. Libby, Portland. ' 
Secretary and Treasurer—Leslie C. Cornish, Augusta. 
MICHIGAN. 


President—Martin V. Montgomery, Lansing. 

Secretary—Eli Sutton, Detroit. 

Treasurer—Arthur C. Denison, Grand Rapids. 
ESOTA. 


MINN! 
President—W. J. Hahn, Minneapolis. 
Secretary—E H. Ozmun, St. Paul. 
Treasurer—D. F. Simpson, Minneapolis. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
President—Robert Lowry, Jackson. 
—W.R. , Jackson. 
Treasurer—C. M. W son. 
MISSOURI. 
President—H C. way Kansas City. 
. Wood, Kingston. 
Treasurer—W illam C. Marshall, St. Louis. 
MONTANA. 
President—E. C. Day, Livingston. 
Secretary—A. H. Nelson, Helena. 
Treasurer - T. E. Cratcher. Helena. 
NEW MEXICO. 
President—J. G. Fitch, Socorro. 
Secretary—E. L. Bartlett. 
Treasurer—E. A. Fiske. 
NEW YORK. 
President—Tracy C. Becker, Buffalo. 
Secertary—L. B. Proctor, —.. 
Treasurer—Albert Hessberg, Albany. 
OHIO. 
President—Charles Pratt, Toledo. 
Secretary—Frederick C. Bryan, Akron. 
Trgasurer—L. H. Pike, Toledo. 
OREGON. 
President—William B. Lord, Portland. 
Secretary—Charles H. Carey, Portland. 
Treasurer—O. F. Paxton, Portland. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
President—B. F. Whitner, Anderson. 
Secretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 
TENNESSEE. 
President—James H. Malone, Memphis. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Claude Waller, Nashville, 


TEXAS. 
President - Thomas H. Franklin, San Antonio. 
Secretary—Charles S. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer— William D. Williams, Fort Worth. 


UTAH. 
President—J. G. Sutherland, Salt Lake City. 
Secretary—R. B. Shepard, Salt Lake City. 
Treasurer—Elmer B. Jones, Salt Lake City. 


VERMONT. 
President—C. M. Wilds, Middlebury. 
Secretary—George W. Wing, Montpelier. 
Treasurer—Hiram Carleton, Montpelier. 


VIRGINIA. 
President—Chas. M. Blackford, Lynchburgh. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Jackson Gay, Kichmond. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 
President—T. P. Jacobs, New Martinsville. 
Secretary—D. C. Westenhaver, Martinsburg. 
Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg. 

WISCONSIN. 
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Secretary—E. P. Vi ilwaukee. 
Treasurer—J. H. Carpenter. 
WASHINGTON. 

President—Geo. M. Forster, Spokane. 


NATIONAL. 
AMERICAN. 


Mr. Fraucis Rawle, of Philadelphia, the 
treasurer ot the association, having resigned 
from the Committee on Law Reporting, the 
president has appointed thereto, Frank C. 
Smith, of New York, editor of this journal. 
The committee as now constituted is as fol- 
lows: J. Newton Fiero, Albany, N. Y., chair- 
man; John F. Dillon, New York City; E. O. 
Hinckley, Baltimore, Md., Frank C. Smith, 
New York City, and W. E. Talcott, Cleve- 


land, Ohio. 
ILLINOIS. 

The Illinois State Bar Association has pre- 
sented a memorial to the State supreme court 
asking that the time law students are re- 
quired to study be extended to three years 
It also asks that the rules in reference to the 
admission of law students and lawyers from 
other States be made more rigid so that the 
examination will be very strict. 


The annual meeting of the Chicago Bar 


Association was held last month. flicers 
were elected and considerable important 
business transacted before the punch bowl 


was reached. Among other things the asso- 
ciation decided that Attorney Edw. O’Brien, 
who was practicing under a_ certificate 
granted to his father, ought to be disbarred, 
and directed the president to appoint a com- 
mittee to prosecute the case before the su- 
preme court. The election of officers for the 
ensuing year resulted as follows: Thomas 
Dent, president; Horace K. Tenney, first 
vice-president; Howard Henderson, secord 
vice-president ; William B. McIlvaine, secre- 
tary, and Thomas Taylor, Jr., treasurer. 
Elections to fill vacanies on committees re- 
sulted as follows: Board of managers—Wil- 
liam A. Purcell, David B. Lyman, and Frank 
A. Helmer. Committee on admissions — 
Rudolph Matz, Gilbert E. Porter, and Joseph 
Defrees. The selection of a librarian was de- 
ferred to a future meeting, the chair being 
directed to name a committee to suggest an 
incumbent for the office possessing the rather 
unusual and peculiar qualifications required. 
The Chicago Bar Association held its first 
meeting under its new officers and had a 
dinner at the Grand Pacific Hotel on Nov. 9, 
at which some seventy-five members of the 
association were present; Thomas Dent, 
president, presiding, William B. Mcllvaine 
acting as secretary. The discussion of the 
following question, after the banquet was 
over, occupied the entire evening: ‘‘ Should 
the distinction between chancery and com- 
mon law be modified?” The following 
speakers entered into the discussion: George 
W. Smith, Leslie L. Bond, Prof. E. A. Harri- 
man, of the:law department of the North- 
western University, H. 8. Boutell, Johm W. 
Ela, Charles B. Stafford, Joseph B. Mann, 
Howard Henderson, William E. Church, and 
Russel H. Curtis, of the Kent Law School. 


INDIANA. 

A a the Bar Association of Hunt- 
ington was held on Nov. 12, and H. B. Sayler 
was selected president, while W. A. Bran- 
yan acted as secretary. Col. L. P. Milligan 
made a few remarks as to the outgoing and 
incoming jadges, and made a motion that a 
committee of three be appointed to draw u 
the proper resolutions. The chair appointed 
Col. L. P. Milligan, B. M. Cobb, and J. B. 
Kenner as such committe. After conference, 
the committee, through J. B. Kenner, re- 
ported appropriate resolutions which were 
unanimously adopted. 

MISSOURI. . 

The annual banquet of the St. Louis Bar 
Association took place last month at the 
Mercantile Club. A large number of the 
members were present to discuss the elabor- 
ate menu. The toasts responded to were few 
in number, but the speeches made up in 
brilliancy what they lacked in number. The 
association will recommend a number of bills 
to the consideration of the next Legislature. 
One of them will be to increase the number 





Secretary—Nathan S. Porter, Ulympia. 
Treasurer—J ames B. Howe, Seattle. 


of circuit judges in St. Louis from five to 








eight. Lawyers are unanimous in the belief 
that such a step is nec: ssary for the satisfac- 
pr Tage mean of the docket. An alteration 
of the change of venue law will also be recom- 
mended. The time of notice, which is at 
present indefinite, is fixed at ten —_ by the 
new bill. A bill concerning administrators, 
executors and trusteeships will also be sub- 
mitted. All the bills have been referred to 
the committee on amendment of the laws, 
which will see that they are presented to the 
legislature. The new officers elected were : 
Coarles Claflm Allen, president; G. A. 
Finckelnburg, James A. Seddon a d F. J. 
McMaster, vice-presidents; Cornelius F. 
Bauer, secretary, and Breckenridge Jones, 
treasurer. President Allen announces the 
following as the committee for the ensuing 
ear : 

5 Committee—Horatio D. Wood, Herman 
A. Hacussler, Harvey L. Christie, Charles Claflin 
Allen, ex officio; Bre ebsites Jones, ex-oflico. Com- 
mittee on Admissions—Joseph G. Holiday, Selden P. 
Spencer, Charles W. Bates Henry M. Brsan, Hugo 
M ench. Clifferd B Allen, Truman A. Post, Wm. E. 
Fisse, P. Taylor. Committee on the Amendment of 
Law—Jobn W. Dryven, Charles Nagel, John F. Lee, 
Edward Cuoniogbam, Jr., Franklin Ferriss. Judiciary 
Committee—Frederick N. Judson James A. S-ddon, 
Edward C. Kebr, James L. Blair, Issac H. Lionberger. 
Comittee on Grievances—P. Taylor Bryan, Nathan 
Frank, Frederick W. Lehmann. Hugo Muenich, Chas. 
S. Broadhead. Committee on Legal Education—Lee 
Sale, Paul F. Co;ta, Frederick Wislizenus, Daniel N. 
Kirby, aad Walter D. Coles. 

two new members, E. W. Pattison and 
John F, Grern, were recently admitted to the 


association. 
NEW YORK. 

The ¢xecutive committee of the New York 
State Bar Association met on Nov. 20, in its 
rooms in the Capitol to arrange for the an- 
nual meeting. Judge John F. Dillon, of New 
York city, will deliver the annual address. 
A paper will be read by Ralph Stone, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., the secretary of the 
Michigan State Bar Association, and it was 
decided to make the subject for discussion 
‘What legislation is necessary to carry out 
the provisions of the new judiciary article?” 
A sub-committee will complete the details. 

OHIO. 

The members of the bar of Campaign coun- 
ty have organized at Urbana, a Law Library 
Association, with a view of acquiring an ex- 
tensive library for the county. By a recent 
act of th» legisiature, the county can now 
assist in this matter with funds and it is com- 
mendable that steps are being taken in the 
right direction to secure a fine library. A 
meeting of the bar was held last month and 
a committee appointed to reporta plan of or- 
ganization and a constitution. The commit- 
tee was composed of the following attorneys: 
Heber Kenaga, chairman; Thos. J. Frank, 
Geo. Waite, G. V. Fromme, E. E. Cheney. 
This committee reported subsequently ania 
constitution was adopted. The following 
officers were elected for the ensuing year: 
George M. Eichelberger, president; ‘Thomas 
J. Frank, vice-president; Horace M. Crow, 
secretary ; L. D. Johnson, treasurer; Frank 
Chance, E. P. Middleton, Geo. W. Mac- 
Cracken, trustees, and Geo. Waite librarian. 

The Coshocton Law Library Association 
has recently been incorporated with the fol- 
lowing incorporators: E. W. James, R. M. 
Voorhees, W. A. Hinebaugh, Sam A. Nicholas 
and J. M. Compton. 


OREGON. 

The Oregon Bar Association held its an- 
nual meeting a short time since, which was a 
well attended and interesting one. Some 
able papers were read and spirited discus- 
sions on different tubjects indulged. The 
following officers were elected for the ensuing 
year: Judge E. D. Shattuck, president; L. 
R. Webster, vice-president, first district; R. 
8. Bean, second district; Geo. C. Bingham, 
third district; W. T. Muir, fourth district ; 
8. B. Huston, fifth district; M. D. Clifford, 
sixth district; F. P. Mays, seventh district ; 
O. F. Paxton, treasurer; C. H. Carey, secre- 
tary. Executive committee—J. W. Hamil- 
ton, J. B. Cleland, F. J. Taylor, W. W. 
Cotton, J. H. Wooderd, and F. A. Moore. 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 


A movement to organize a State bar asso- 
ciation has been inaugurated by the lawyers 
throughout Pennsylvania. A convention will 
be held in Harrisburg during the month of 
January, and the lawyers of that city have 
uvited in the call for the meeting. The ob- 
ject is to assemble a number of representa- 
tives lawyers from all parts of the State with 
a view to the formation of an association. A 
committee to be selected from the Dauphin 
county bar will decide on the exact date of 
the meeting and make the necessary arrange- 
ments. One of the purposes of the associa- 
tion is to exert a healthy inflaence opon 
l-gislation by suggesting useful laws, by as- 
sisting in the defeat of ill considered and 
dangerous bills, and by aiding to mold into 
better shape measures good in substance but 
bad inform. Again, it is part of the work 
of the association to bring together the mem- 
bers of the bar from all sections of the State 
for pur s of social intercourse and tor the 
discussion of questions of interest to the pro- 
fession and to the community in general: 


The Allegheny Bar Association held its 
reventh annoal banquet on Nov. 8, at the 
Monongahela House, Pittsburg. The banquet 
hal was handsomely decorated with ferns 
and flowers for the occasion. Over 150 at- 
torueys and guests were present. The honor- 
ary guests were the justices of the Pennsyl- 
vania supreme coart, which is at present 
holding a session in Pittsburg. All the jas- 
lices were present, with the exception of 
Chief Justice J. P. Sterrett, who was unable 
to attend on account of illness. The menu 
card was prepared in the shape of a burlesque 
on legal terms. The menu itself was replete 
with delicacies. Judge John M. Kennedy was 
toastmaster. James 8. Young, president of 
the association, was the first speak. He :e- 
eponded to the toast, ‘‘The pe | Bar 
A-sociation.” He was followed by P. C. 
Knox, who responded to toast, ‘‘ [he Su- 

reme Court.” Judge Daniel Agnew, of 

ver, had been assigaed the subject, ‘‘The 
Bar of Half a Century Ago.” He sent a let- 
ter of regret which was read by E. Z. Smith. 
Judge Agnew is 86 yearsold. A. Leo Well 
spoke on ‘‘Our Competitors—The Title and 
rust Companies.” Judge James T. Mit 
chell, of the supreme court, spoke on “ The 
Philadelphia Lawyer.” W. D. Evans con- 
cluded with an address on “Oar Fees— 
Earned and Unearned.” The supreme judges 
—_ were: Henry Green, Henry W. 

Jilliams, J. B. McCollum, James T. Mit- 
chell, and D. Newlin Fell. Among the judges 
of the Allegheny county bar present were 
Judges Thomas Ewing, W. D. Porter, J. F. 
Slagle, and John M. Kennedy. 


VIRGINIA. 


The Bar Association of the city of Rich- 
mond is moving into their new quarters in 
the City Hall. It hasa very large and use- 
ful law library, and all the city judges wrote 
strong letters warmly urging the city coun- 
cil tu allow the association to occupy one of 
the rooms on the fuurth floor. A handsome 
ha: quet is expected to be given by the asso- 
tion in January at the Commonwealth Clab 
in honor of the new judges of the supreme 
court of appeals. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


The fullowing is the programme, so far as 
arranged, for the next meeting of the West 
Virgiuia State Bar Association, to be held at 
Charleston on the first Tuesday in February : 

Address of the President, Judge Thomas P. 
Jacobs, of New Martinsville. 

Annual Address, Hon. Robert T. Barton 
of Winchester, Va. 

Papers —‘‘ A Constitutional Convention, ” 
by Hon. D. B. Lucas, of Charlestown; discus- 
sion opened by Hon Jos. E. Chilton, of Char- 
leston. ‘Abuse of Corporations by the Pab- 
lic,”by V. B. Archer, of Parkersburg ; discus- 
sion by Hon. W. P. Hubbard, of Wheeling. 


of Charleston. ‘‘ Justices and Their Courts,” 
by Hon. J. B. Somerville, of Wheeling. 
‘* Bills of Exceptions Simplified,” by Hon. 
John W. Mason, of Fairmont. 

Other aonouncements will be supplied 
later. 
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LAWYERS. 


Where they are— What they are doing — What is said 
of them—Professional news items. 
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NEW ENGLAND STATES. 
Middletown, Conn.—The new firm of War- 
ner, Willcox & Warner has taken the offices 
occupied by the old firm of 8. L. & §. H. 
Warner. 

Naugatuck, Conn.—William J. Neary, of 
this town, was recently married to Miss 
Marie V. J. Ryan, of Meriden. 

Bangor, Me.—C. W. Brown, Register of 
Probate, has opened an office in the Bank 
block. 

Belfast, Me —Wm. P. Thompson and Nor- 
man Wardwell have combined. 

Biddeford, Me.—John F. Burnham has 
opened an office in the Savings Bank build- 
ing. 

Dover, Me.—C. W. Brown has opened an 
office here. . 

Hallowell, Me.—E. M. Thompson is the 
latest legal arrival here. 

Stetson Me.—D. Benson Young, recently 
admitted, has hung out his shingle here. 

Waterville, Me.—W. R. Jordan, formerly 
of Bingham, has begun practice at this 
point. 

Barre, Mass.—E. I. Morgan has succeeded 
Archie John Aldrich, who is now located in 
Northampton. 

Brookfield, Mass.—Arthur F. Butterworth 
has opened an office in the Crosby block. 

Fall River, Mass.—Chas. L. Baker has re- 
sumed practice here. 

Gardiner, Mass.—W. C. Atkins has associ- 
ated himself with Hon. O. B. Clason. 

Gardiner, Mass.—W. D. Whitney has been 
admitted to the firm of Spear & Andrews. 

Lowell, Mass.—William 8. Marshall, of the 
firm of Marshall, Burke & Marshall, was 
married recently to Miss Emma B. Scripture, 
of Rockport. 

North Troy, Vt.—Frank Rogers has opened 
an office in Kelly’s block. 

Wolcott, Vt.—L. J. Thompson, recently 
admitted, wili practice here. 

—————$_ o> 





MIDDLE STATES. 
Jersey City, N. J.—Charles C. Kelly was 
recently married to Miss Mabel Pf. Wilson. 
Newton, N. J.—John L. Swayne has been 
admitted and will begin practice here. 


Paterson, N. J.—Ralph Shaw will open an 
office here. He has lately practiced in New 
York City. 

Trenton, N. J.—The examination of candi- 
dates for license to practice law in this State 
was concluded on the 8th ult. The success- 
ful candidates for attorney’s license were: 
Thomas F, Riley, Edwin G. Adams, Thomas 
J. Butler, Willium C. Nicholl, Frederick 
Scharinghausen, William H. Osborne, New- 
ark; Robert E. Stephany, Atlantic; Henry 
W. Greene, Evan J. Loos, Trenton; Lewis 
H. Miller, Herbert C. Bartley, William E. 
Zeller, William 8S. Mutchmore, Frank E. 
Loughran, Vineland; John M. Bell, Ruther 
ford; John A. Baumann, Leonard J. Tynan, 
C, Frank Jeriker, Paterson; John L. Swarze, 
Newton ; George Hampton, Bridgton ; James 
M. Chapman, Perth Amboy; William H. 
Carson, Camden; James H. Rayran, Jr., 
Salem ; Richard O’Dougherty, Jersey City; 
Cecil H. McMahon, Newark; Legrand Bar- 
ker, Jersey City; W. N. Richie, Kingsland; 
Henry Cory Jr., Camden; John C. 
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Skelley, Charles 8. Rue, Hoboken, and Harry 
R. Anderson, Rahway. The successful coun- 
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selors were: Henry I. Budd, Jr., Camden; 
John I. Welles, Paterson ; D, Stanger Iszard, 
Camden, and L. E. Hart, Westfield. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—David J. Kenefick has 
been appointed District Attorney of Erie 
county. 


Cohoes, N. Y.—Nichols & Cosgro have re- 
moved to the new Republican building. 

Glens Falls, N. Y.—Wm. L. Kiley and 
a S. Raley have entered into partner- 
ship. 

Granville, N. Y.—Albert M. Martin has 
opened an office here. 


Ithaca, N. Y.—The firm of Tompkins & 
Leary was dissolved last month, Mr. Tomp- 
kins retaining the same offices in the 
Savings Bank building, and continuing the 
practice of the firm. 


Johnstown, N. Y.—Fayette E. Moyer of 
this town has moved to more commodious 
offices in the Johnstown Bank building. 


Lock Haven, Pa.—T. M. Stevenson has 
moved into his new quarters. 


Loékport, N. Y.—Monford C. Holly, for- 
merly of Joshua Gaskill’s office, has opened 
an office. 


New York City.—Fifty-seven candidates 
for admission to the bar of the State were 
sworn in by Presiding Justice Van Brunt 
and Jus:ices O’Brien and Follett in the Gen- 
eral Term room last month. The following 
are the new attorneys and counsellors : 


James R. Aiken, Alfred J. Amend, Harry E. Anzer, 
Edward A. Alexauaer, E. Phillips Burgess, Clarence 
Bo -ynge. Ferd nand W. Bullona, Andrew pyrne, 
Louw T. H. Betts, Adolph Blucp, Elijah G. Boardman, 
Marv T. Bourke, Isaac P. Coale, G e Chepman, 
William H. Corsa T. Ludlow Chrystie, Duane Phil- 
liys Cobb, Frederick M. Czaki, Harry P. David, Jo+- 
epu F. D:rling, Thowas A. Doherty, Frank A. Dil- 
lingbam, Freuerick Greene, Merrill W. Galloway, 
Joseph D. Hart, William H. Hopkins, Ralph Ww. 
Hy-tt, William W. mubbard, Poineas Lewinson, 
Eiek J. Ludnigh, Fr.derick C. Lawyer, Christopher 
J. Lane, Frank G. Mason, James T. Mex aboe, Coarles 
S. Miller, Edward D. Miller, Thorwell Mullaly, 8. 
Christy Mea e, Edward Moe:s, James G. MecMurr , 
Jvou H. Murphy, Burton L. Meeghan, William T. 
Quigley Allen G- Rub nson, Berj. Reass, Jordan J. 
Rollins, William N., Nelson, Solomon M. Stroock, 
George W. Schurmav, Oliver R. J. Seward, Edward 
DL. Tittman, Jadson 8. T dd, Walter F. Taylor, Jobn 
J. Treacy, Albert 5S. Wi.liams, Oscar P. Williams. 


—Edward J. Dunphy and Postmaster Chas. 
W. Dayton are members of the new firm of 
Dayton, Dunphy & Swift. 

—John N. Lewis, of this city has been ap- 
pointed Assistant District Attorney to suc- 
ceed Francis L. Wellman, resigned. 

Oawego, N. Y.—Judge and Mrs. M. L. 
Wright last month celebrated their twenty- 
fifth anniversary of their marriage. 


Syracuse, N. Y.—Before the General Term 
judges last month twenty-seven young men 














were admitted to the bar, as follows : 
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Edwin W. Parsons, Andrew S. White, Clinton S. 
Carr, Peter B.Cole, Gates Hamburger, E. F. McKin- 
le.. Arthur E. Pa:sons, Richard — and Pat- 
ri-k J. Tierney, Syracuse; Albert N. Babcock, E1- 
v ira; Norman t'ey, Jr., Pulaski; Norman Carr, 
Norwich; Grant W. Davis, Adams Center. J. H. 
Murray, Oswego; Truman Noble, Ith'ca; James E. 
Parshall, Milford; Jawes F. Quigley, Skaneatel:s; 
James E Rafter, Mohawk; Edwio D. Shur'er, Ithaca; 
George J. Skinner, Camden; Jobn H. Southworth, 
Ithaca: G. Wells Smith, Morrisville; George S. T. r- 
bell, Ithaca; Harry S. Thayer, Elmira; Har y C. Wal- 
ker, Binghampton ; Nathaniel P. Willis, Cooperstow n; 
Renold W olf, Ithaca. 


Wellsville, N. Y.—Jesse S. Phillipe, of An- | 
dover, recently admitted, has associated him- 
self with L. C. Van Fleet. 

Bellefonte, Pa.—President Judge A. O. 
Furst will resigu, with the intention of re- | 
suming practice. 

Du Bois, Pa.—Frank Fielding has been | 
admitted to practi: e, and will open au office | 
at this place. 

Greenville, Pa.—H. L. Keck has b en ad- | 
mitted to practice in the Supreme Court of | 
this State. 

Pittsburg, Pa.—William M. Randolph is 
the first colored man to be admitted to prac- 
tice in the highest courts of the State. 

Washington, D. C.—Justice Edward D. 
White, of the United States Supreme Court, 
was, on the 5th alt., married to Mrs. Linden 
Kent, widow of a prominent lawyer. 

Washington, D. C.—The following young 
lawyers in this city have succeesfully passed 
the recent examination, and were last month 
formally admitted to the bar of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia: Arthur 
W. Allen, John De Witt Arnold, Clifton M. 
RKigelow, Emil H. Block, William J. Bolway, 
Jesse Chester Bowen. Patiick H. C. Bren- | 
nan, Edwin Campbell, Jr., Timothy A. Car- 
roll, Ulysses S. Catlett, Henry M. Clapp, 
John H. Crowley, George L. Daggett, Ed- 
ward V. Davis, Engene A. Davie, John H. 
Davis, George A. Douglas, Hevry M. Earle, | 
J. William E lis, F. DeCoursey Faust, James | 
A. Finch, James C. Fox, William H. Gallin- 
ger, Addison Irwin Gardner, Henry Hay- 
ward Glassie, Horace Dandridge Goodale, 
M. Le Roy Gough, Frank Govern, John B. 
Hennerson, Jr., Patrick R. Hillard, Charles | 
R. Hof, Charles E. Howe, Malcom Hufty, 
John Irwin, Jr., J. Burr Johnson, Harris 
Lindsley, Walter D. McLean, J. Granville 
Meyer, Jr., E. Elmer Mitchell, F. Edward 
Mitchell, Gales P. Moore, Daniel P. Morgan, 
Frederick C. O’Connell, Harry P. Parker, | 
Frederick R. Parks, Charles Edward Ruor. 
den, Erastas 8. Rockwell, Louis A. Rosafy, | 
J. Tneodore Rupli, Morris E. Sabin, Foun- 
tain F. Sams, A. Leftwitch Sinclair, William 
D. Slaughter, Felix Octavius Smith, Joho | 
W. F. Smith, William G. Smith, Heath | 
Sutherland, Bernard H. Taylor, James A. | 
Watson, Mark a Watson, Eugene W.rdwell 
and Frederick A. Wright. 

———_—— a - -—  — | 
SOUTHERN STATES. 
Walnut Ridge, Ark —Hon. J. M.S ayton, | 


of Newport, and Hon. S. H. Sloan, of this | 
town, have combined under the title of | 
Stayton & Sloan, with offices here. 

Tampa, tla.—fhe firm of Shackleford & | 
Simonton has been dissolved by mutual con- | 
sent on Dec. 1. 

Athens, Ga.—The members of the bar here 

ropose to establish a bandsume law library | 
iu the near future. 

Atlanta, Ga.—Hon. T. H. Felder, and A 
H. Davis have joined forces, with oftices in 
the Graut building. 

Eastman,Ga.— Vance Peacock has returned 
to Cochran to practice, and has retired from 
the tirm of DeLacy & Bishop, with which he 
has been associated for the past year. 

Thomasville, Ga.—Arthur Patten and 
Theo. Titus have entered nto partnership. 

Louisville, Ky.—Tbe firm of Spechert, | 
Richio & Krieger will be dissolved this | 
mouth. Mr. Richie goes on the bench as 
county judge, and Samuel Baldrick will 
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; Cromer, 


unite with Meesrs. Speckert and Krieger un- 
der the firm name of Speckert, Krieger & 
Baldrick. 

New Orleans, La.—E. A. O’Sollivan bas 
opened <ffices in the Bank of Commerce 
building. 

Baltimore, Md.—William G. Weld, a 
prominent law) er, was last month united in 
marriage to Miss Clemence Garneau. Ihe 
ceremony took place at St. Louis Mo. 

Piedmont, Md.—Tay lor Morrison has hung 
out his shingle in the Davis Bank block. 

Chattanooga, Teno.—C. Marchbanks has 
formed a partnership with J. T. Matthews, 
and they have offices in the Times building. 

Chattanooga, Tenn. — Hon. Foster V. 
Brown, of the tirm of Clar’ & Krown, has 
been elected to Congress in the Third Dis- 
trict. 

Knoxville, Teun.—Geo. W. Winstead was 
married to Miss Carolyn L. scott, of St. 
Louis, Mo., in whi-h city the ceremony tovk 
place, last month. 

Memphis, Tenun.—William Messick and 
John C. Myers have associated under ihe 
title of Messick & Myers. 

Corsica’ a, Texas.—Hon. G. W. Hardy has 


| been elec’ed District Attorney of the [hir- 


teenth Judicial District. 


Richmond, Va —Frank Nelsen has been 
appointed Judge of the Campbell County 
Court to succeed the late Judge R. H. Ward. 


————_ o> ___—_ 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Chicago, I1l.—William Frede ickson and 
Norman H. Camp have combined under the 
firm title of Frederiikson & Camp, with 
offices in the Mason building. 


Ch'cago, I[ll.—Lucius J. M. Malmin, for 
merly of Rockford, has become associated 
with McGlasson & Belter under the firm 
name of McGlasson, Belter & Malmin. 


Chicago, Ill.—The report of M. W. Robin- 
son, George W. Crawford, and William D 
Ba’ ge, the committee appointed to conduct 
the recent examination of candidates for 
admission to the bar has been filed in the 
The following were found 
entitled to admission to the bar: 

Henry S. Buescher Pou's Bastrup, Isaec E. Bur. 
fick, Frederick W. Boringham, Jou. C. Burebard 
Har y I. Cromer, Arthur M. Cox, E. J. Heydecker, 
P.ilip Kochier. William H. Lutharit, William N. 
Lane, Frank M. Lows, Carl H. Leopold, Julius 
Moses, Charles T. Cavanagh James Ca lopy, - 

Crahen, Bert L. Cooper, Robert S. Cook Chester A. 
Cook, Joseph De Wyckoff, Johu H. le Voe Noble E. 


| Dawa py, A. C. Evans. Frederick H. Gade, William J. 


Garvy, A.bert A. 1% a 
Nilsson, Charles Pit kl r, M. 


Jo'n Herbert, P. W. 
T. Roberts, Hamitton 
Schuyler, Willixem B. Scowhoeok, Charies H. Steven- 
sou. William L. K. Smith, Robert H. F. Smith, Denis 
E. Sulilva:, Louis C. Sostheim, William H. Winn, 
Benjamin H. Wallace, Gorge Waterman, aud Wil- 
liam Van Burer. 


East St. Louis, 111.—W. 8S. Forman, of Al- 
ton, Ill,, will practice at this point. 


Galesburg, I1.—The firm of Carney & 
Smith bas been dissolved. 


Galesburg, Ill.—Judge A. E. Smith has 
tendered his resignation on account of ill 
health. The names of Hon. E. H. Williams, 
George Thompson and J. A. McKenzie are 
mentioned as candidates. 


Ottawa, Ill.—Snow & Hinebaugh is tte 
title of the newest firm here. Both mem- 
bers are well known. 


Ottawa, Ill—The Supreme Court, sitting 
at this city, recently gra.ted licenses to 
practice to the following: 

Oliver Pervival Adams, George B. Andrewa, W31- 
liam 8S. Arnol¢, Benjav.in F. Brady, Charles L. Brow- 
er, Aibert H. Bates, William G. Burroughs. Geo: ge D. 
Burroughs, Albert Eric Bergland, George R. Bro’ n, 
Grorge D. Barcon, Robert G. Pa reit, Jr., Linee'n G. 
Backus, Freeman K. Blake, Frederick W. Burling- 
ham, Louis Bastrup, Henry 8S. Buescher, James W. 
Clitte, Edward Homer Cunuingham, John J. Crowley, 
Frauk Crozier, Eldon J. Cass:day, Kolat 5. Cook, 
James Co lopy, James F. Crah n, C. A. Cook, H. I. 
Worrhy F. Dew, Hollis Field Daugherty, 
Marsball Drake, Samuel N. Dada, Noble K. Dawson, 
Juhn H. Dewe. Joseph Dewey chaff Walter Seaton, 
J. W. Ellis, James N. Finnegan, Joseph G. Fryer, 
Leopard Fiske, Frank F. Fol.ett. James W. Go:« op, 
Weston Arthur Geodspeed, Charles E. George, George 
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J.Gi“m William J. Garvy. E. J. Heydecker, George 
I. Hic+». Publius N. Hi: ffman, Jamea W. Hooper, 
John Ev-rett Hol'a d Percy B. Herr, Albert A. Her- 
baugh, Jo o D. Herbert Florence E Jaqu:s. A. 
Jeannette Jaques, E. E. J: hn-on, Paul Kerz Philip 
Keebler, Patr.ck J Lac y, Wallace A. Lowell, Isaac 
A. Love, H rbe t Seve itis Lambl », Jacob N. Loeb, 
pdwaid T. Lee, Jay C. Li tle, Jewae Hal McC «loch, 
W Liam D. MeConnell, Chanles A. MeBride, Ed«in 
Whitemeo . J. Fielding Martin, Kubert Day Me vk, 
Jocsh R. No'an, Thomas J. Nor or, Pebr W. N's 
sou. Engene E. Osborn, sumer C. Palmer, Clarence 
B. Pash, Ch ries Pichler Fdwin Richard Reynolds, 
Otto Schram Onotrio H. Ser: itelia, Cra: le- H. So- ke, 
W iliam BK. Snowhook, Willkam L. K.Smih, L. E. 
S sthem. Wil iam J. Tyers, Clarence E. Tv ron, Jobn 
D. Turnbau,h, David K. Tone, William H. Temn e, 
Wiliam Venburen, D. T. Wolford, William F. W attr, 
Ailen W. Wood, Robert A. Widdowson. Arista B 
Williams, Gecrze Wale Waterman, J. H. Westcott 
and Henry Wulff Jr. 

Rockford, L11.—A new and strong firm here 
will be compos d of Geo M. Flake and Louis 
M. Reckhow. 


Springtield, Ill._— he following were ex- 
amined and admitted to the bar last month : 

William D. Rea. ee, Eddyv lle; Williard Y. Baker, 
Mt.S eriipg; John J. bundy, Captralia; Alfred W. 
Blythe, Macomb; George T. Buck ngbam, Danvilie; 
Edward Corlett, Wilmington; RK. D. Calkins, Bloom- 
ington; Jobn MeCanun Davis, Joseph Abuer Drake, 
Springti ld; Edward H. Golden, Petersburg; Jesse 
Hoylin, Canten; KR. Sherman Ham lion. Mari s+; Ma- 
belle ‘T. Little, Chi ago; James McNabb, Carrollton ; 
George B. khoade, shelbyville; William H. Raines, 
Carrollton; August C, Rudolph, Danvile; Charles F. 
Stweuber, Greenville. John B. Vaughn, Car.inville ; 
Lawrence O. Vaught, Jacksonville. 

Quincey, lli—J. Ed. Balthorpe bas opened 
new offices in the Heinty building. 

Anderson, Ind.—Kittinger & Reardon is a 
new combination here. 


Elwood. Ind.—C. M. Greenlee and B. R. 
Call compose the newest firm at this point. 


Fort Wayne, Ind.—‘llen Zollars, one of 
the ablest lawyers in the State, has taken 
into partnership Charles Worden, making a 
strong firm. 


Huntington, Ind.—The firm of Watkins, 
Dungan & Stults has been disso'ved. Z. T. 
Dungan will continue in the offices of the 
late firm. 

Logansport, Ind.—Willard Fitzer will this 
month open an office here. 

‘lerre Haute, Ind.—M. C. Hamill, who has 
been succeeded by S. M. Huston as prosecu- 
ting attorney, has resumed practice. 

Adel, Iowa.—The firm of Woodin & Ish 
has dissolved. Geo. LD. Woodin has for sume 
time been practicing in Des Moines. 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa.—J. H. Crosby was 
recently married to Miss Maggie McGovern 
at lowa City. 

D.8 Moines, Ia.—J. A. Metcalfe and W. C. 
Chesbro have formed a partnership, and will 
have offices here. 

Des Moines, Ia.—The firm of White & 
Davidson h-s8 opened offices at 405 Court 
avenue, Both members were formerly in 
Ottumwa. 


Des Moines, lowa,—Ex- Judge Charles A. 
Bishop, Crom Fowen and A. P. Fleming 
have formed what should be one of the 
strongest firms in the State. Each member 
ber is able and well-known. 


Dubuque, Iowa.—Judge John J. Ney has 
resigned his office of district judge of the 
t nth district. Hon. Jobn A. Blair, of Man- 
— will probably be appointed to suc- 
ceed. 
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Towa City, Ia.—A new firm here is com- 
posed of Geo. B. Holbert and C. M. Dutcher. 

Ottumwa, Iowa.—The firm of Epps & En- 
nis has dissolved by mutual consent. 

Ottumwa, Iowa.—Francis M. Hunter, of 
the firm of Jacques & Hunter, was married 
last month to Miss Bertha Stevens. 

Corunna, Mich.—A. L. Chandler and A. E. 
Richards form a new firm here. 


Grand Rapids, Mich.—The partnership of 
McGarry, McKnight & Judkins has been 
dissolved. Each member will practice inde- 
pendently. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—Hon. Wm. F. Mc- 
Knight is now associated with his brothers, 
L. Frank and Chas. A., under the firm name 
of McKnight & McKnight. 

Saginaw, Mich.—John T. O’Keefe, of the 
firm of Swarthout & O’Keefe, was last month 
married to Miss Ida K. Callam. 

Cincinnati, O.—Ernst Rehm was, a month 
ago, united in marriage to Miss Mathilde E. 
Griess, also of this city. 

Greenville, O.—Halleck Rupe was married 
on the lith ult. to Mrs. Ida M. Dutter, of 
Angola, Ind. 

Toledo, O.—J. Kent Hamilton has re- 
moved to his new quarters in the Gardner 
building. 

Youngstown, O.—P. H. Burnett has moved 
his office to the Owen’s block. 

Zanes: ille, O.—G. L. Foley and Isaac 
Humphrey have formed a partnership in this 
city. 

Janesvi le, Wis.—William Byrne, of Ed- 
win F. Carpenter’s office, has started on his 
Own account. 


Madison Wis.—Harry L. Butler, of the firm 
of Olin & Batler, was recently married to 
Miss Jessie Reid, of Eau Claire. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—Ernest 8. Moe, of the 
North western Collection Agency, has associ- 
ated with him Rublee A. Cole, a well-known 
practitioner of Ashland and Portage. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—The name of a new firm 
recently started in Milwaukee by Charles 
W. Felker and son is known as Felker, 
Goldberg & Felker. Benjamin Goldberg 
of Waupaca being a member. 

Superior, Wis.—E. F. McCausland and 
aa L Smith have entered into partner- 
ship. 

Superior, Wis.—The firm of McHugh, 
Lyons & McIntosh has been dissolved, 
Thomas E. Lyons retiring to associate him- 
self with the firm of Catlin & Butler. 


—_—___.e>—____——_ 


WESTERN STATES. 


Prescott. Ariz.—A new combination here is 
the firm of Van Derwerker & Ross. 

Kansas City, Kas.—Walter W. Davis. re- 
cently of Washington, D. C., has opened an 
office in the Long boiliing. 

Topeka, Kas.—Hon. James A. Troutman 
has been elected Lientenent Governor of the 
State. He has practiced in this city ior 
thirteen years. F. B. Dawes, who has been 
elected to the office of Attorney-General, has 
practiced at Clay Center for sixteen years. 

Carth:ge, Mo.—Theodore Lawrence was 
recently granted license to practice in this 
Stat-. He will locate here. 

Carthage, Mo.—T. B. Haughawout, of the 
Jasper county bar, has been re-instated as a 
member. He was suspended last winter. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Silverman & Weil is 
the title of a new firm at this poin. 





Kansas City, Mo.—William A. Knotts, of 
this city has been married to Miss Josephine 
Tichenor. 

St. Louis, Mo.—John F. McDermott of this 
city was married to Miss Mamie Steber on 
the 14th ult. 


Beatrice, Neb.—C. E. Bush contemplates 
removing to New York. 

Omaha, Neb.—The firm of Cavanagh, 
Thomas & McGilton has dissolved, and will 
hereafter be known as Cavanagh & Thomas. 
McGilton will practice alone. 

Omaha, Neb.—Edwin R. Duffie of this city 
has been appointed to succeed Judge Watson 
of the fourth judicial district, the latter hav- 
ing resigned recently. It is thought that 
also Judge Strode of Lancaster County and 
Judge Walton will hand in their resignations 
this month. . 

Ord, Neb.—Mrs. Kate M. Hall has been ad- 
mitted to practice before the Supreme Court 
of Nebraska, passing a creditable examina- 
tion. She will be associated in practice with 
her husband, Thomas L. Hall. 

Sioux Falls, 8. D.—-It is said that State’s 
Attorney D. R. Bailey and C. L. Brockway 
will form a partnership the first of the new 
year. 

Syracuse, Neb.—C. W. Beach, of Auburn, 
intends to locate here. 

El Reno, O. T.—John Schmook accidently 
shot himself last month. 

Oklahoma City, 0. T.—H. H. Howard and 
H. M. Carr compose a very strong firm at 
this city. 

Provo, Utah.—John E. Booth and E. A. 
Wilson have dissolved partnership. 


Salt Lake City, Utah.—J. G. Sutherland 
and Assistant United States Attorney Howat 
bave dissolved partnership. 

PACIFIC STATES. 


San Jose, Cal.—Joseph R. Patton has re- 
moved to more commodious quarters in the 
Porter block. 

Portland, Ore.—J. C. Moreland has moved 
to the Chamber of Commerce building. 

Pendleton, Ore.—John H. Lawrey, Depu'y 
District Attorney, has opened an office in the 
Savings Bank building. 

Portland, Ore.—M. C. George, William M. 
Gregory and Ralph R. Dunivay have com- 
bined, and have opened offices in the Cham- 
ber of Commerce. 


Portland, Oreg.—Sanderson Reed and H. 
W. Hogne have combined under the firm 
name of Reed & Hogue, and have taken offi- 
ces in the Chamber of Commerce building. 


Tacoma, Wash.—By the retirement of N. 
C. Richards, who will give his attention to 
banking for the future, the firm of Richards 
& Murray is dissolved. Chas. A. Murray 
and Walter Christian, under the firm name 
of Murray & Christian succeed to the old 
firm. 

—_————$< 9 —__—— 
CANADA. 


Fredericton, N. B, Can.—C. E. A. Si- 
monds, formerly of Moncton and St. John, 
has opened an office here. 

Fredericton, N. B., Can.—The firm name 
name of Black & Bliss has been changed to 
Black, Bliss & Nealis, Mr. Nealis being 
taken into partnership. 

Fredericton, N. B —Thirteen candida’es 
for admission as attorneys, Supreme Conrt, 
successfully passed their examinations last 


Jonah, Albert . Harrison, Sackville; A. B. 
Copp, Dorchester; Ed. A. Coakley, St. An- 
drews; E. A. Riley, Moncton; A. G. Blair, 
Jr., O. B. Stockford, H. H. Hansard, Allen 
B. Wilmot, Aaron Lawson, Andover, and 
Butler Shediac. 


Sydney, N. 8.—A. J. McDonald, of Mc- 
Donald & Cameron, was recently married 
to Miss Fannie Hearn. 


Brantford, Ont.—Mr. Robertson, of Hamil- 
ton, will open a branch office here. ¢ 


Chath m, Ont.—C. L. Lewis and W. G. 
Richards have combined under the fiim name 
of Lewis & Richards. 


Hamilton, Ont.—The firm of Mackelcan, 
Gibson, Martin & Osborne was dissolved last 
month by mutual consent. Frank Mackel- 
can, Q. C., retires, retaining the city solici- 
torship, formerly held jointly be himself and 
Hon. J. M. Gibson, also the solicitorship of 
the Bank of Commerce. The other members 
continue under the style of Gibson, Martin 
& Osborne. 

London, Ont.—J. H. A. Beattie was last 
month married to Miss Delia F. Peto. 

St. Thomas, Ont.—J. B. Davidson, of this 
city, has been married to Miss Annie C 
Risdon. 

Toronto. Ont.-—J. R. Shaw, of Walkerton, 
has decided to locate here. 

Toronto, Ont.—The old firm of which Chief 
Justice Meredith was a member has been 
succeeded by Clarke, Bowes, Hilton & 
Swabey. 

Windsor, Ont.—T. Mercer Morton has 
withdrawn from the tim of Morton & O’Con- 
pm aud will begin practice at Detroit, 
Mich. 





NEWS ITEMS. 


J.C Dean, of Norman, Okla., formerly of 
Perry has been convicted of embezzlement. 


C. P. Polk, a colored attorney of Pine Bluff 
has been arrested on the charge of forgery in 
@ pension case. 


Edward Hurlburt is in jail at Utica, N.Y., 
guilty of contempt ofcourt. There is ajudg- 
ment against him of $3,155. 


Len W. Goss, of Cincinnati, O., was last 
month declared not guilty of contempt in the 
United States district court. 

Daniel B. Hubbard, of Oxbridge, Mass., 
who has been in jail, for some time, for shoot- 
ing his wife, has been released. 

Albert L. Heiser h1s returned to Lancaster, 
O., and it is hoped that he will be able to 
settle up his affairs satisfactorily. 

Thomas D. Riordan, of San Francisco, Cal., 
attorney for the Chinese consulate, is accused 
of bribing a witness in a smuggling case. 

David F. Crane, of Boston, Mass., was ar- 
rested last month charged with the embezzle- 
ment of money collected by him for a client. 

W. A. Palette, a well known member of 
the bar at Toronto, Ont., was last month 
committed to jail on a charge of beiog insane. 

Associate Judge Collins Faulkner, of Cen- 
tre county, Pa., has been held ona charge of 
+mbezzling taxes. ‘The shortage is about 

5,000. : 
E. H. Schaefer, of the firm of Eggers & 
Schaefer, of San Bernardino, Cal., is under 








month. Mr. Waterbuy, of St. John; W. B 


charges of << rhe the funds of an es- 
tate at Salem, Il. 
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Charles E. Opdyke, of Waterloo, N. Y., for 
conduct unbecoming the profession has been 
disbarred from practice before the court of 
appeals, affirming the decision of the general 
term. 

H. P. Stewart, one of the prominent attor- 
neys of Oklahoma, has been arrested at Perry 
on &@ warrant sworn out in Sabetha county, 
ae charging him.with embezzling $9,097 
in 1884. 


A prominent attorney of Seattle, Wash., 
named John Fairchild has been arrested on 
information of the Boston, Mass., police that 
he is John Y. Dore who was indicted in that 
city in 1888 on four counts of forgery. 

Two prominent lawyers of St. Louis, Mo., 
Wm. H. Stephenson and J. Brooks Johnson 
of the Guarantee Investment Conipany have 
been arrested for violating the United States 
lottery laws. It is thought that they are 
entirely innocent. 

William H. Schooley, of New York city, 
against whom the grand jury found two in- 
dictments in September, 1893, has been found 
in that city, where he has openly practiced 
since defaulting his bail, and although a 
bench warrant was waiting for him. 


Walter D. Allen, of Philadelphia, Pa., who 
confessed to embezzling clients money died 
suddenly from cancuanl paleiatee on the day 
he was to besentenced. He was a well-to-do 
and respected practitioner when le became a 
victim of the speculative mania. 


George W. Tyler, of Oakland, Cal., for- 
merly of Olympia was last month adjudged 
in contempt for attempting to practice after 
having been disbarred eight years ago for re- 
fusing to pay a judgment against him. He 
holds that the time for satisfying the judg- 
ment has passed, and that the debt is there- 
fore paid, according to law. 

A man with many alises, among them Chas. 
W. Schultz, Charles Mueller, and Lewis C. 
Miller, and who claims Oneonta, N. Y., as his 
residence, is swindling lawyers throughout 
the country. His story is that he is heir toa 
large estate in Germany, and has a box con- 
taining valuable papers and money in the 
Wilber National Bank, of Oneonta, all of 
which is absolutely untrne. The bank ha: 
received over fifty letters from lawyers in 
Boston, New Bedford, Worcester, and Fall 
River, Mass., New Haven, Conn., Newark, N. 
J., and other eastern cities, inquiring whether 
he had a deposit there. He reached Buffalo, 
N. Y., on the Ist of this month, and several 
lawyers admit being victimiz d by making 
advances upon the strength of his story. 


The new board of law examiners for the 
State of New York appointed by the court of 
appeals tv conduct all examinations for ad. 
mission to the bar after Jan. 1st, has organ- 
ized by electing Austen G. Fox, president, 
and F. M. Dananer, of Albany, as secretary 
and treasurer. The first examination will be 
held in each of the eight judicial districts, as 
follows: Fifth department—Rochester, Jan. 
10, 10 a. m., court-house; fourth, Syracuse, 
Jan. 15, 10 a. m., court-house ; third, Albany, 
Jan. 18,10 a. m., city hall; second, Brooklyn, 
Jan. 22, 10 a. m., court-house, (written ex- 
amination); Brooklyn, Jan. 24, 10 a. m., 
court-house, (oral examination) ; first, New 
York city, Jan. 24, 10a. m., court-house, gen- 
-eral term room, (written examination); New 
York city, Jan. 25, 10 a. m., court- house, gen- 
eral term room, (ora] examination). 

The bankruptcy bill which the Democratic 
caucus of the Senate has indicated a willing- 
ness to consider at the present session is by 
no means the same measure that passed the 
House of Representatives last session and 





known as the Bailey bill. That bill contained 
only abont four printéd pages, whereas the 
bill which the senate will be called upon to 
consider numbers eighteen pages. It retains 
the title of the house bill, with only the first 
two sections, and these are amended. The 
amendments relate entirely to matters of de- 
tail in making assignments, arranging excep- 
tions, mpeg 9 creditors, etc. The main 
provision in the bill is for an assignment or 
cession weed ome gid by any debtor owing $200 
or more which he cannot pay. The friends 
of the bill urge that it be given preference 
over other measures selected for considera. 
tion by the caucus. They say that a bank- 
ruptcy bill is one of the urgent demands of 
the time, on account of the fact that the 
panic of 1893 left so many persons in a con- 
dition of financial distress, who, they think 
should be allowed to dispose of what proper- 
ty they may have and begin over again. 
DS? oe ——™ 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Faculty. Mem- 
bership and Course of Instruction. Personal News con- 
cerning the Profexsors and Lecturers, the Standing and 
Action of Law Students, their Class or School Urgan- 
izations and all matters of intere t to Legal Eoucat- rs 
and Students. Offices of Law Schools and uf Law School 
Organizations are requested to send us such matters as 
are of general interest. 





A meeting for the purpose of organizing a 
law club was recently held by a number of 
students of the Law School of the Univ: rsity 
of Pennsylvania, Jocated in Philadelphia. 
After nominating John R_ K. Scott, ’¥6, for 
President, and F. G. Beyer, ’96, for Secretary, 
the meeting adjourned. Upon motion oi F. 
G. Beyer, it was decided that the club be 
named in honor of ex-.Judge F. Carroll Brew- 
ster, Esq., und be called the Brewster Law 
Club. 

The law class of 95, of Ann Arbor, held a 
meeting on Nov. 12, and decided to leave as 
acl ss memorial a bust of Judge Thos. M. 
Cooley to ornament the lecture room. A 
committee was appointed, and it will co- 
operate with the class of 60, which, through 
Prot. Thompson, has announced that it 
wishes to assist in purchasing such a memor- 
ial. A plas er bust is talked of, which will 
cost $300, while others wish it to be a bronze 
bust, which would cost twice as mach. Prof. 
Sydney H. Moree will probably be the 
scul .tor. 

The Portland Law Students’ Club, of Port- 
land, Me., met «n Oct. 24 in the oftice of W. 
E. Ulmer, Esq. The case of Pettite vs. 
Smaij, continued from the previous week, 
was argued, after which Hon. C. F. Libby, 
President of the State Bar Association, con- 
tinued his remarks on the ** Study of Law.” 
The lecturers tor the four meetings follow- 
ing were: Oct. 31, Clarence Hale, Esq., Cor- 
porations; Nov. 7, B. F. Thompson, Esq., 
Admiralty; Nov. 14, E. Woodman, Ksq., 
Equity Juti-diction ; Nov, 21, E. Woodman, 
Esq., Equity Remedies. Mock courts were 
also held on each of the above dates, 

The organization meeting of the Chicago 
Law Students’ Association was held at the 
Masonic Temple last month. A constitntion 
and code of laws were adopted, and offi ers 
were elected. The officers were distributed 
among ‘he three law schools, by the consti- 
tution, but therivalry was intense as between 
the senior and junior classes of the schools. 
The following were elected: President, 
Frank Pratt, Chicago school; First Vice 
President, C. B. Campbell, Northwestern 
law department; Second Vice-President, T. 
F. Sheridan, Kent Law School; Secretary, 
Morris Faulkerson, Kent; Corresponding 





Secretary, C. 8. Andrews, Northwestern ; 
Treasirer, E. B. McLannahan, Chicago 
school. 


Chancellor Day, of the Univers ty Law 
School, located in Syracuse, N. Y., in a re- 
cent interview was questioned regarding the 
report that the University catalogue this 
year would contain an announcement of the 
new law school, its courses and pro- 
spects. In reply he said that the catalogue, 
instead ot being published during the fall 
term as has been the custom, would be de- 
layed until after the semi-annual meeting 
of the board of trustees in January or Feb- 
ruary, when the Committee on Law School 
would report. Prep.rations are practically 
completed for the establishment of the 
school, and the Chancellor expects the 
recomm: ndation of the committee to be rati- 
fied by the board. 


The senior class of the Colambian Law 
School, at Washington, D C., has elected 
officers as follows: President, Carter B. 
Keene of Maine; Vice President, E. E. Wil- 
liams of New York; Secretary, C. M. Lane 
of Missouri; Treasurer, Michael Blinski of 
Wisconsin. Executive Committee—W. P. 
Robinson of West Virginia, chairman; J. R. 
Fellows, Jr., of New York; A. Monell Sayre, 
New York; W. T. Colquit, Georgia; Francis 
Nye, District of Colambia; A. R. Sensner, 
District of Columbia; John B. Sieman, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


At the election of officers of the Law School 
Debating Society Herbert M. Locke was 
elected President; Mr. Su livan, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and Mr. Joidap, of the junior class, 
secretary. 


The faculty of the Law School at Ann Ar- 
bor is seriously considering the question of 
abandoning the post graduate course of law. 
The attendance so far this year has been 
smaller than in previous years, despite the 
fact that for its kind the school bas no su- 
perior. The intention, if agreed to, is to in- 
corporate the most of the work in the three 
years’ course, leading to the LL. B. degree, 
which commences next year. In that way, 
the services of some of tne famous men who 
lecture to the post graduates, such as Mr, 
Justice Brown, Judge Cooley, Dr. Bigelow, 
Judge Swan, Judge Maxwell, Dr. Ewell, 
President Angell, Dr. High, Dr. Hammond 
and Mr. Claryberg, would be retained. 
Others of the faculty think it would be bet- 
ter to retain the post graduate depar ment 
even aft. r the three year cours has been in- 

ugurated, making four years’ study neces- 
sary to secure the master’s degree in law. 


NEW ADVERTISEMENTS. 


William Gregory Jones, No. 239 Devonshire 
street, Boston, Mass., is a notary public and 
justice of the peace, of excellent reputation. 
He makes a specialty of taking depusitions, 
and our subscribers should note his name and 
address for future use. 


Sprague & Washburn, 105 Sumner street, 
Boston, Mass., are counsel for the Mercantile 
Law Company, and in addition conduct a 
large practice chiefly upon commercial and 
corporation matters. There are no agencies 
of a modern collecting law office that this 
firm dots not successfully use. 


Betts & Rinkle, Denver, Col., are practi- 
tioners of repute, who give a number of bank 
and comwercial 1eferences, testifying to their 
efficiency in legal service. The tirm makes a 
specialty of comwercivl law and is prepared 
to furnish bonds ‘or non-residents in litigated 
cases in their charge. 
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The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co., 


ESTABLISHED 18432. 


INCORPORATED 1891. 


ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U. 8S. AND CANADA. 


Commercial Law and Collections. 
Publishers of the Associate Directory of Attorneys and Bank 


Special Mercantile Reports. 


s.—A standard work with Collection Agencies, Jobbers Manufacturer, 


rywhere Contains a live list of 9,000 attorneys—one in each city or town—paying special attention to Comme - 
Attorneys desiring representatic n, send in application with references. 

















Callaghan & Company, Chicago, III., re- 
peat their advertisement of Jast month, an- 
nouncing, Andrews’ Stephens’ Pleading, a 
new work, which, from our casual examina- 
tion, we believe to possess merits appe: tain- 
ing to no other edition. A just review of 
the volume will be given in due time. 


Henry Trowbridge, Denver, Col., with of- 
fices in the Jackson building, is reported to 
us as one of the active, reliable, and efficient 
lawyers of that city, to whom business may be 
sent in entire confiaence that it will be prop- 
erly handled. Real estate and mining litiga- 
tion, in addition to collections, are his spec- 
ialties. 

A. W. Leonard, of Pueblo, Col., in a com- 
prehensive card on the front page, states his 
specialties in legal practice, and gives a list 
of most excellent references. His special 
field of service is Colorado and New Mexico. 
and parties having business in that locality 
will do well to give him a share of their 
business. 

Jobn Haskell Butler, of Boston, Mass., is 
not strictly a new advertiser but his card in 
this issue is decided a new advertisement, 
appearing, as it now does, upon the front 
outside page. Mr. Butler is one of the few 
theveughiy well-known practitioners of New 
England, and his high ability and character 
justify the reliauce that is placed in him 

Evans & Rogers, Ogden, Utah, are the at- 
torneys for the First National Bank, Ogden 
Savings Bank, and Jarvis-Conklin Mortgage 
Trust Co. among other large financial insti- 
tutions. In ability and moral repute the 
gentlemen named are entitled to the largest 
measure of confidence. Business sent to them 
will unquestionably be rightly handled. 

Kay & Bro., publishers, of Philadelpbia, 
Pa., announce Biddle on Insurance, a recent 
ly pr blished work in two volumes that has 
received the most cordial mention from a 
large number of the profession and the prese. 
A reference 'o the advertisement in another 
column will give a synopsis of the titles treat- 
ed in the work, which we expect to review 
in due time. 

Houghton, Mifflin & Co, announce six ex 
cellent books in the field of general literature, 
for the holiday season, that our readers will 
do well to examine before making other se- 
lections. The unsurpassed reputation of this 
house is a guaranty of the character, in mat- 
ter, material, and workmanship, of any work 
upon which it places its imprint. By all 
means consult the advertisement on page 536. 

E. B. Myers & Co., Law Publishers, of 
Chicago, I/l., offer Jones & Binmore’s Legal 
Forms and Precedents, an excellent werk of 
recognized value that we shall take early oc- 
casion to review. Root’s Corporation Laws, 
Fifth Edition, revised and enlarged, is also 
mentio: ed in their advertisement, and from 
the prospectus given we esteem the new edi- 
tion to be an essential in every completely 
equipped law library. 

The National Collecting Company, of Cin- 
cinnati, O., D. Jas. Davis, General Manager, 
bears an enviable reputation among the com. 
mercial law offices of the country. Its facil- 
itates for handling collections extends to all 
important points, and it follows the excellent 
rule of guaranteeing all of ite legal corres- 
—— Legal business of every character 

8 solicited, and from the strong testimonials 
of many of its patrons which have come to 
our notice, we take pleasure in endorsing the 
agency, as one wholly reliable in the conduct 
of its affairs. Its offices are in the Mitchell 
Building, No. 99 W. Fourth street. 





The Mercantile Law Company (Incorpor- 
ated), of 56 Bedford street, Boston, is one of 
the strongest agencies in the country for the 
handling of commercial collections and liti- 
gations. The office is the Boston representa- 
tive of the Associated Law and Collection 
Offices, and is otherwise connected with the 
most efficient commercial agencies at all 
points. 

Sanna ain coeee 


BOOK REVIEW. 


The Manual of the Study of Handwriting and 
Documents, with Especial Reference to the 
Methods to be Employed for the Detection of 
Fraud and Falsification, by Persiror FRa- 
ZER, Docteur es-Sciences Naturelles (Univer- 
site de France), Officier de Il’ Instruction Pub- 
lique (France), Correspondent der K. K. 
Reichsanstalt Wien, etc., will soon be issued 
by J. B. Lippincott Company. 

The author explains aod illustrates his own 
methods of analyzing handwritings and tab- 
ulating their characteristics, with the object 
of sifting out those which belong to each 
party in the case of ‘‘guided hands,” etc., so 
as to permit a jury to estimate the probabil- 
ity of forgery by numerical averages. 

He also fully illustrates his application of 
composite photography to genuine signatures, 
for the purpose of obtaining a graphic aver- 
age by which suspected signatures may also 
be judged. 

A bibliography of the subject is added, as 
well as a chapter on the laws governing the 
giving of testimony in cases of handwriting, 
and descriptions with cuts of the apparatus 
he has arranged for dealing with the prob- 
lems treated of. 

This work is the fruit of sixteen years of 
experience as an expert before courts of law, 
avd much experimentation. 

It will be profusely illustrated by micro- 
photographs, photo-lithographs, and line 
drawings. 
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RECENT DEATHS. 
L. Le Clear, of Buffalo, N. ¥ 
Jobn C. Garnsey, of Troy, N. ¥ 
Daniel K. Healey, of Keene, N. H 
J. D. MeKinw y of Stratford, Iowa 
Judge M. D. Bartlett of Eau Claire, Wis. 
Daniel H. Bemis, of Lancaster, Mass 
George A. H: oper of Amityville N, Y. 
Jobn C. Walker, of Louisville, Ky., aged 79 ye rs. 


M. D. Christy, a noted criminal lawyer of Erie, Pa. 
H. C. Southard, of Fargo, N. D., while in California. 
Horatio P. Allen, of New York city, in his 84 h year. 


Wm. Goodwin at his home in Logan Utah, recently. 

Stephen Paddock ot Albany, N. Y , in his 7ist year. 

John W. Divinny of Addison. N. Y., aged 74 years. 

Charles B. Jennings, of Brooklyn, N. Y., on the 5th 
ult. 

Benjamin F. Avery, of Albany, N. ¥ 
tion. 

William Fuller, of Clinton, 11 
year. 

Henry Finefrock, of Fremont, Ohio, on the 17th of 
list month. 

George A. Hooper, of Amityville, N Y., recently of 
conpsuwption 

Judge James T. Ro' inson of North Adams, Mass., 
on Nov. 21st. 

H. ©. Hutchins, at his home in Boston, Mass., of 
heart disease. 

Hon. Jobr Baker, of Vincennes, Ind., at the advanced 
age of 84 years 

Hugh C. Sells, of Buffalo, N Y., suddenly, of rheuma- 
tism of the heart. 

Hon. J. B Priddy, of Wichita, Kan., a stort time 
ago. of typhoid fever. 

D. W. Elder, a leading member of the Pittsburg, 
Pa., bar on Nov. 26th 

Stat- Senator George Ross of Dolyestown, Pa., on 
the 19th of last month. 

illiam Mix, a well-known attorney of Louisville, 

Ky., after a long illness. 


, of consump- 


He was in his 71st 














Edward C. Vanduzen of Elmira, N. Y., suddenly of 

apoplexy on the 25th ult. 
eorge R. Lochre, of the firm af Gibson, Marshall & 

Lochre of Lousv: lle, Ky. 

Judge Cornelius Bortle, of the Pension Bureau at 
Washington, D. C., recently. 

Odle Close of White Plains, N. Y., one of the best 
known lawyers in the State. 

Samuel Blake Prentiss of Cleveland, Ohio, on the 26th 
ult., at the advanced age of 87. 

Judge James T. Robinson of Adams, Mass., on the 
21st ult., at the age of 72 years. 

Francis Howe McQuire, one of the best known mem- 
bers of the Richmond, Va., bar. 

David B. Gill, of Clarksboro, Pa., suddenly, on the 
4th ult. He was in his 78th year. 

A. S. Harlan. junior member of the firm of Harlan & 
Harlan, of York, Neb., of typhoid fever. 

Stephen Paddock, one oldest and best known mem- 
bers of the Albany, N. Y., bar, on Oct. 29. 

Major Luin K. Thacher, a prominent member of the 
Kansas City, Mo., bar, after a long illness. 

Hon. Joel W. McMahon, of Sauit Ste. Marie, Mich., 
of pneumonia, after an illness of two weeks. 

W. Rodman Winslow of New York City, on the 2nd 
inst., by falling accidentally from a window. 


G. Porter, ex-member of congress of Hannibal, Mo., 
suddenly of heart disease, on his 77th birthday. 


Charles F. Lamb at Litchfield, Minn. He was for- 
merly of Phoenix, Ariz., and West Duluth, Minn. 

Gen. Jobn G. Mitchell, of Columbus, Ohio, on the 7th 
ult. He was well-known as a lawyer and soldier. 

A. M. Head of Jefferson, Iowa, of paralysis of the 
brain. He had filled many positions of pub ic trust. 

James C. Cloyd of the prominent firm of Birdseye, 
Cloyd & Bayliss of New York, at his home on the 21st 
ult. 


Judge Andrew A. Weyman of Athens, Vt., dropped 
— in the Capitol grouncs at Montpelier, on the 21st 
ult. . 

Judge Gesrge W. Easly of Carrolltown, Pa, aged 85 
years. He was associate justice in Cambria county for 
15 years 

Rovert E. Peterson, of Philadelphia, widely known 
as oieager and publisher, of paralysis in the 82nd year 
of his «ge. 

Richard S. Turrell, of the firm of Turrell & Taylor 
of Indianapolis, Ind. Heart trouble is given as the 
cause of death 

Griffith Roberts of Redstone township, Pa., in the 
85th year of his age. He was ex-assoviate judge of 
Fayette countv. 

Woodbory M. Ta:lor of Chicago, Il. He was well- 
known «#]l over the city, especially in legal, real estate 
and political ci cles. 

Edward P. Loring. of Boston, Mss. a well-known 
lawyer «nd comptroller of coanty accounts, s .ddenly, of 
asthma, on the 3ist ult. 

Peter Tha her, an eminent member of t e Maine and 
Massachusetts bars, at his home in Newtonville. Mass.. 
on Oct. 23, aged *4 yea s. 

George S. Robinson, of Sycamore, Ill., aged 70. In 
1877 he was ele ted county judge of DeKalo county 
which position he held unt:] {s82. 

Daviel D Forest Lord, o New York, of typhoid 
fever, on the 7th ult, aged 6 years. He was the head 
of the tirm of Lord Day & Lord. 

Puil p A. Hoeyne, United States commiss‘oner at 
Chicago for forty years, of dropsy on the 3rd ult. He 
was » idely known and esteemed. 

Ex-State Senator Jon L Nesbitt, at his home at 
Cleveland, Obio He bad pra tived at North Platte, 
Neb.. where he formerly resided. 

Richard Van Voorhis, of Rechester, N. Y., on the 
2's ult., suddenly, of appendicitis. 

Da id T. MceNagbten, the well-known member of the 
firm of Outwaite, Linn, McNaghten & Gumble, of 
Columbus, Ohio, in New York City, of pneumonia. 

Col Auron S. Everest, of Atchison, Kan., at his home 
in that city on the 22nd ult. He was a prominent lawyer 
and one of the best-known citize s of Kansas. 

Hon. Rufous N. Ramsav, treasurer of the State of 
Illino’s at his home in Carl le, on Nov. 11. His death 
was sudden, and is attribu ed to Leart trouble. 

Joseph D ham 1, of Montreal, Que., at bis home in 
that cty + the 23rd ult. was head of the firm of 
Duhamel, Marceau & Merrill, and well-known. 

Hiram Y. Smith, a well-known attorney at Des 
Moines, Iowa, dropped dead at his home on t e 4th of 
last mo th. He bad held a+ umber of public officer. 

John Poag. of Toledo, Ohio, on the 2nd ult., as a re- 
sult of an accident of the day before. He was thrown 
from h s buggy and susta ned a fracture of the skull. 

Samuel Snowden, one of the most prominent mem- 
bers of the bar in Baltimore, Ma. His death was caused 
by a severe attack ot indigestion and was very sudden. 

E. M. Blanchard of Belleforte, Pa., age 60 one of 
the most prominent lawyers ia the State, and had been 
solicit » tor the Penusyivania Railroad for a number of 
years. 
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~—@e—_SIX CAPITAL BOOKS 


Glimpses of Unfamiliar Japan. 
2 vols., 8vo., $4.00. 

‘‘ Not ‘glimpses’ of Japan are these, but ‘whimete pictures of its sea and its 
shore, of its rice fields and mountains, the thoughts.and the lives of its princes and 
—— their spirit and instinct, their hopes and their memories, the fears and 

he A very great book.” —New York Times. 


«In these twenty six papers on Japan there is a wealth of wondrously artistic 

prose. There are ery with a sonorous roll that float one along like the swell of 
1 come sharp and broken dialogues, keen-signted descriptions, 

plain statements of facts, and accurate, painstaking schola’ ship. There are smooth 
places and rough places, harmony and discord, but predominent everywhere 18 


By LAFCADIO HEARN, 2 


joys of a race. 


the sea. Then wi 


style.”"—New York Tribune. 


Occult Japan: 
The Way of the Gods. 


East,” ‘‘ Noto,” ‘ Chosén,” 
Crown 8vo, gilt top, $1.75. 


The Oliver Wendell Holmes Year Book. 
Selection, from Dr. Holmes’s prose and poetry, for Every Day of the 
Attractively bound. 16mo, $1.00. 


HOUCHTON, MIFFLIN & CO., Boston; 


Year. With a fine portrait. 


A book of peculiar value on the Shinto 
religion of Japan, as thoroughly studied and personally 
served by PERCIVAL LOWELL, author of “‘ The Soul of the Far 
etc. With four 


FOR THE 


Little 


And his Queer Count 
older ones) about t 
Uncle- Remus- Land. 


and various anecdotes how 
Par | Bho pia to reich the * 
4 ra a 

illustrations. | — v6 


By WILLIAM BELLAMY. 





‘Uncle Remus” books. 
esting pictures by OLIVER HERFORD. 


achieved by pluck, will, and persistency. 
front” should read this book. 


HOLIDAYS. —>- 
Mr. Thimblefinger, 


. A delightful book for young folks (and 
ings seen and heard in what may be calied 
By JOEL CHANDLER Harris, author of the 
With 32 artistic and exceedingly inter- 
Square 8vo, $2.00. 


Pushing to the Front, 

Or, Success under difficulties. 
24 excellent portraits of Famous Persons. 

An irresistible kind of book showing by Mint sn statement and most abundant 


By Or1soN SWETT MARDEN. With 
Crown 8vo, $1.50. 


victory may be gained over obstacles and success 
very one, especially every young 


‘Tt is admirably suited 


A Century of Charades. 


A hundred original charades, very ingeni- 


ous in conception, worked out with remarkable skill, and 
—many of them—genuinely poetical. 


18mo, $1.00. 


it East (7th Street, New York. 








Gils E. Stillwell, of Buffalo, N. Y., after a painfal 
illness. He was anex-city attorney, one of the framers 
= ths present city charter and stood high in his pro- 

ession. 

Hon. David Wills, of Gettysburg, Pa., dropped dead 
in hs office on the 27th of last month He was the 
a candidate for president judge of the 42nd 

stri t 

Richard Dresser, of Buftalo. N. Y., at the advanced 
age o 77 years. He presided for many years over the 
city court of Auburn, Me., trom which town he moved 
@ year ago. 

Lorenzo Hazen at his home in Owatonna, Wis., early 
last month. He had been judge of probat~ of Steele 
county fur several terms and was also prominent in 
political circles. 

Thomas J. Taylor of Huntsville, Ala., recently, aged 

65 years. He was judge of probate and couaty court 
and had held the positions of county surveyor and cir- 
cuit cours clerk. 
p Ro ert Digbton Morrison, senoir member of the firm 
of Morrison, Munnikhuysen & Bond, on the 3rd of last 
month. Hi« death was the result of a severe attack 
of th- grip five years ago 

Horace Ransom Bigelow of St. Paul, Minn., on the 
14th ult. He was one of the leading lawyers of the 
Northwest, and was senior member of the firm of 
Bigelow Flandrau & Squires. 

Hon. George M. Humprey of Pawnee City, Neb , on 


the =" of last month of Bright's disease, aged 55 


years. rf ee ticed in that city for 28 years, during 
which Poo e held many position of public trust. 


Benjamin W. Downing of Long Island City, N. Y., 
on the 2nd inst., in Tampa, Fla., where he had gone in 
sear:h of health. He was well-known throughout 
Queens county, of which he was formerly district at- 
torney. 

Frederick R Baker, who is accused of having been 

the a vy oe of Samurl C. Seely in the recent steal 

from the Natioval Shoe & Leather Bank of New York 

City, was found drowned near his residence on the 24th 

= last month, the day on which the robbery was made 
nown. 

William M. Brooks, of Birmingham, Ala., the oldest 
and one of the most distinguished lawyers of the Sout, 
dropp d dead at his supper table on Oct. 26. He was 
80 ye 1s old. He presided at the convention held in 
Ch rieston, S. C., in 1860, which nominated John C. 
Breetioridge for President of the United States, at the 
Alabama Secession Convention. 


SS + oo 


REMOVALS. 


G. F. Bradley, of Morden, Man., 
Manitou. 

Henry J. Dunham of Austin, I1., 
fice at Geneva. 

J. J. Lehmann, of Rising Sun, Ohio, will locate at 
Fosturia soon. 

Cc. o. Emerson of Worcester, Mass., will locate 1n 


Newport, N. H. 
Onde. ‘Robillard, of Montreal, Que., 
New York city. 

Oscar Englander, of Whitehall, N 
New York city. 

. B. Simpson, of Dresden, Tenn., will remove to 

Charlestown, Md. 

G. B. Schadmann of Washington, D. C., will practice 
in Seatt'e, Wash. 

Ken Henderson, of Winfield, Kan., has opened an of- 
fice at Kansas City, Kan. 

E. A. Simonds of Moncton, N. B., will this moath 
open offices at Fredericton. 

“ encil Dr+hos of Toledo, Iowa, changes his address 
to Cedar Rapids. this month. 

Charles Powell, of Panora, Iowa, county attorney of 
Guthrie, will locate in Des Moines. 

Chas. W. Felker, of Felker, Felker & Stuart of Osh- 
kosh, Wis., will remove to Milwaukee. 

Norman Wardwell, of Belfast, Me., will open an of- 
fice at Island Falls in the near futare. 


W.H. Williams will remove from Herkimer, N. Y., 
to Rochester, where he will enter a law firm. 


has removed to 


has opened an of- 


will practice in 


Y. Y., has located in 





F. M. Mosher, af Butte, Neb., will change his ad- 
dress to some point in Iowa, probably Sioux City. 

E. P. Johnson, of Bingham City, Utab, has moved to 
Corinne, and will start practicing early in the year. 

Charles Morrison has returned to Streator, Ill., from 
Toluca, where he has practiced during the past year. 

Hon. W. Hackney of Winfield, Kan., and formerly 
of Lincoln, I1., will shortly remove to Cleveland, Ohio. 

S. W. Condon and Herbert Candon have left Salt 
_— City, Utah, to permanently locate in Oakland, 
Cal. 


Daniel H. Grady, of Columbus, Wis., a recent gradu 
ate from the Ann Arbor, (Mich.) school, has located in 
Portage, Wis. 


Edward W. Dierks has removed from Bloomer, Wis., 
to Stevens Point, where he has associated himself with 
W. F. Collins. 


H. A. Yonge has removed from the Wyandotte 
building, Kansas City, Kaa., to the Sheidley building, 
Kansas Vity, Mo. 

John M. Wright bas changed h’‘s address from Oak- 
land to San Franci«co, Cal., where he has opened offices 
in the Mills building. 


L. S. Faweett, of Sioux City, Towa, has located in 
Houston, Texas, forming a partnership under the title 
of Barns & Faweett. 


Lieut. Gov Wiilliam F. Sheenan has moved from 
Buffalo, N. Y., and taken offices in the Mutual Life 
building, New York City. 

Patrick Sheehan, of Meadville, Pa., has purchased 
the library of the late A. J. Harper of Conneautville, to 
which town he has removed. 








are sold by the representa- 
tion (or misrepresentation) 
of agents, who try to obscure 
the main point. All we 
ask when offering 


The 





General Digest 


is: Do you need a digest? 
Of course you do. Then 
carefully test this, and com- 
pare it with any other, and 
you will agree with us that 


IT RECOMMENDS ITSELF. 


The Lawyers’ Co-Operative Publishing Co. 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


Lawyers Attention. 


See the Bargains offered below in 


STANDARD REPORTS, Etc. 


—BY— 
WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., Rocheste-, N.Y. 


All good second-hand. 


American Reports, 60 V hee eeaeteecceaeccesee oo 
american State Reports, 34 Vols 

American ad ow Seapemeaina Cases, 40 
is WN I intnennsetnn.060 06s vennene 
Americen and E nglish Railroad Cases, 51 Vols. 


The first order gets them. 
$130 $3 
MLICEE TIEN 90 0 


125 00 


SUE BD Peincacaascccecnemmescesneenseneenss 1 or 
. 8. Report, Curtis Ed., 1 0 Vols. in 109 books } or 
_ppreme Court Report-r, 18 Vols...... 24 ¢ 
ni pices ist Serivs, 15 Vols ; N. 8. 18 Vols. ( 
} AE t, 7 Vols. to 1892, inclusive....... ‘ 
’e will sel! Froth the above in one wer \ abe ( 


American « igest, 7 Vols to 1893, inclusive...... 
Indiana Rep. lst 61 Vols. Sn ay Black ord, Mi Vols. 
Illinois Repor s, 1st 126 Vols.................000s 
Minnesota Reports, > RRS ee 
Michig n Baperee, | 4 Vols., H.W. &D.,8Vols. 1 ) 
» 16 Vols, , single Vol. Ed.. 








Karbour's N.Y. Supreme Court Rep., 67 Vols 
N.Y. Courtcf yl Reports, ist .0 Vols io 
20 books, to w 
North + astern Reporter, .........ccccesesceccecs 
Vermort neports, Ty i 2 Vols., and Vermont 
Ge aU WE d 008 ccdoceoneccneccescconcons 
Washington Keports, 6 Vols............... 
Bevan’s Chan ery + eporta, ist 20 Vols. 
Northwestero ke Te. 56 Vols 
 _* |. PaernRRRRE Ses 
UIT and Dist: « OURT REPORTS: 
Sainon LT WED ecessevstssesseces anveese 
Mason, 1816-30, 5 Youn Sse Missenemanndeseeeenanenas 1 
Sumner, 1830-39, 3 V 
Blatchford, \9 Vv oA en teneeidaendans 
Peter«. C. S. 1808-18, 1 Vol........ ... 
Washington, C. C., 1908-27, 4 Vols 
Marsnal, Decisions by Brockenbrough, 1812-86. 
BD WO ana cccsanessccosoccececseseccccesccesees 
Woods, 1570 81, 4 Vole. 
Filpp pin, 1859-0, 2 Vols . 
ott 1829-5), ve ow 
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McAll ser, 1855 59, —_ PUKSaNeeddasceceseceén . 
Abbott, 1863-71 2Vols................ 
Sprague, Decisions, Voi. oS. 
Olcott, 1 Vol 
Se SEE n.06 ct cdndanecpumstssecbencsees 
Hoffmen—Land Cases 1853-58, 1 Vol. (Dist. of 
Californta and Oregon) 
Robb—Patent Casea,2 Vols... .. o.oo... eee ee 
Whi man—Patent Reports, 1810-74, 2 Vols...... 
Fisher— Patent Cases, 6 Vols................0.005 
Barnirg & A'den- Pat. Cases (Circuit Court) 
1874-31, 5 Vols 





coustecose 
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Webs'er's Patent Cases, 2 Vols. in 1, London .. 
Ne SEE WO cnaccccavecncasooseneasie’ 


a 
momen 


Veassocus ¢ 


House of Lord Cases, 23 Vols.............00..008 
British Crown Cases, 6 Vols....................- 
Dunford & Easi's Re Rep , Lond. Ed., ve 8 ~ y 
DeGex & Smale’s Chancery, 5 Vols, Li 2 + | 
Douv las K. &. Reooris, 4 Vols, mien 0 
Sen's Be mapente, 16 Vols. in 8, Aw. Ed. 1845, by - 
Eng.  t banoery Kep. an. on rint,69 Vols. 140 93 
b ngitsh Chancery Rp rts, ist 43 Vols.......... 3 00 
Eng. | aw and Equity Rep., rs Vols and Digest. 20 $$ 
Exchequer lteports, 47 Vols, Am. Ed.......... 5 00 
Alba y Law Journal, 46 Vols. and 2 Digests... 0 00 
American Law Review, %4 Vols........... ..... $ Ou 
Amer can Law Times rts. 6 * ols, 1867..... v0 
American Law Tiwes Reports, N. 8., 4 Vols, 
RAEI I IC 4 + +4 
American Law preter 3s &  egeegeeey 1 0 
American Law Keg., N. b. ,2 —— and 1 Digest te on 
Both the above in one order for ................ 30 00 
Law & Equity Reporter, 1896 to ist, 4 Vols.. 6 00 
Bancroft’ 8 History vot Pacific ( oast, 89 Vols . 60 v0 


Above are ony afew of our many bargains. Any legal 
nd book anywhere advertised, we can supply at the = 
Ts 


rice and in the majority of cases at a much less 
nd for our complete Catalogue. Address 








WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
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DENVER, COLO. 


JACOBSON ’ BUILDING. 


POLLECTIONS. DEPOSITIONS, REAL ESTATE AND M.NING 
LITIGATION THROUGHOUT THE STATE. NINE YEARS’ EX- 
PERIENCE IN DENVER. REFER TO DENVER NAI’L EANK. 


HENRY TROWBRIDGE, 


ATTORNEY AT LAW. 
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UST ST 0 Fe ATTORN EYS Santa Rosa* (Sonoma)............-..-....-- O.H. Hoag | Tampa* (Hillsboro). .............. Frank M. Simonton 
Stockton* (San Joaquin)........... Joshua B. Webater | Titusville* (Brevard)................ ames T. Sanders 
N U. 8S.» CAN AND EUROPE. +... jo ey pp eE: Davis & Allen GEORGIA. 
(ReviskD MONTRLY.) Woodland‘ (Yolo)......-.--............0: F. E. Baker J 
The Attorneys named in this list have been recom- COLORADO. Albany* (Dougherty)..................... 
mended by banks, bankers, or other equally reliable n* (Pitkin). H. C. Rogers | *™eticus* (Sumter)...-............- EVAN T. qWatnis 
we as lawyers of integrity and tested ability. cred Springs* (Ei Paso) - "aS. E. McINTYRE Commercial law and collections. Refers to ali banks. 
believe that every one of them is werthy of the | “’"Rerersto First Nat.and i Page Banks.(See card) Athens an cececccecccccccccccces Henry C. 'fuck 
endorsement — we give by te plaston of their | Denver* (Arapanoe) Aaa te teteinisiinaicendl 
names herein. If, however, there is known to our 7 ‘ationa) 
subscribers, at any time, anything which reflects dis- eet N ew — Cooper Bldg. Refer to Bank. 


creditably upon any one thus endorsed, we will ap- 
preciate full information of the facts, and if our 
thorough investigation shows that the complaints are 
well founded, the list will be purged accordingly. 
All such complaints will be treated as confidential. 
When ible, send business to attorneys and firms 
repo! in capital letters aud always mention THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 

[2 Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorueys on favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 
Athens* (Limestone)................... W. T. Sanderd 
Birmingham* (Jefferson)..........---- BUSH & BROWN 


Rooms % and 4, Steiner Bros. Bank Bldg. (See card.) 
Clanton* (Chilt MR) «nen e ee eeee CHARLES W. HARE 
Refers to G. Dun & Co., and Josiah Morris & 
Co. and Che andle r & Jones, bankers, Montgomery. 


Dadeville* (Tallapoosa)............... Thos. L. Bulger 
CE ccacccoacscescnnagan E. Ww. GOOBEY 
Fayette* (Fayette)................ ROBT. L. WINDHAM 
Refers to president of Alabama National Bank. 
Florence* (Lauderdale)...... ....... John T. Ashcroft 
Greensborough* (Hale)..................--- Thos, Seay 
Livingston* (Sumter). .............-- Reuben Chapman 


Mobile* ( Mobile) 
CLARK & CLARK, 17 North Royal st. 


Refer to 
First National Bank 


FIELDING VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francie st. Attorney 
for the Bradstreet Co. 7 aienait 
Montgomery* (Montgomery). .... .. om pkins Troy 
Selma* (Dallas).......... Pd PRES N. H. R. Dawson 
Tascaloosa* (Tuscaloosa) ...... Foster, Jones & Rather 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert)................-- Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown* (Perry).....-..- SES A. C. Davidson, Jr. 
ARIZONA. 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)............... KIBBEY & ISRAEL 


Refer to National Bank of Arizona. 
Preacott* (Yavapai)..............- Sanford & Morrison 
Tombsetone* (Cochise)................- Wm. C. Staehle 
SE CRs hckccadsrnsnececccens Barnes & Martin 


ARKANSAS. 
Arkansas City* (Desha)...............-- Henry Thane 
Brinkley (Monroe)..............2..2.-2. W. T. TUCKER 
Commercial litigation a specialty. 
Clarksville* (Johnson).................-- J. E. Cravens 
ee Oe R. A. MOORE 


Refers to German Bank of Little Rock, Ark. 
Eldorado* (Union) Jesse B. Moore 
Fort Smith* (Sebastian)................ R. E. JACKSON 

Refers to Merchants’ peepee” 


Hot Springs*(Garland).........SUMPTER & SUMPTER 
: Refer to Arkansas Siational Bank of this place. 
Little Rock* (Pulaski).............. JOHN GLAND 


Commercial, corporation and real estate law. Col- 

lections a specialty. Refers to ( itizens’ Bank and 

Bradstreet's Commercial Aguey, 
Magnolia* (Columbia). .............. Jefferson Waliace 
Ge” CIR <0 oc ccccusccccecseteseses 3. B. Moore 
Paragould* (Greene) ——_ Sullivan 
Perry ville* ar - --+e0ee--das. A. Vance 
aS Davis & Son 
Texarkana (Mille See Texarkana, Tex. 





CALIFORNIA. 

Alameda (Alameda) ...................- G. E. Colwell 
Celten (San Bernardino)..................- F. F. Oster 
ee rrr -- Ernest Weyand 
Eureka* (Humbolt) eimiawne L. Duff 
WGN CHRON). ccccccccccsccsccosescass ae: M. Drew 
Healdsburg (Sonoma) ................... Rose & Pond 
Los “ es* (Los An 

ARION BROO . y+ -U. 8S. District-Attorney. 

Refers to California Bank. 


W. H. HOLMES & CO., 202 North Main st. Refer 
to First National Bank of Los Angeles. 
WELLS & LEE, Rooms 11-17 Baker block. Attorneys 
for National Bank of California. Refer to First 
National Bank, National Bank of California and 
Los Angeles National Bank. 
Modesto* —— pibecdadwadasequman ee . Hazen 
Oakland* (Alameda) A. HOLMAN 
Refers to First National Bank and Californie Loan 
& Trust Co. 


Pasadena (Los Angeles).............- Jas. McLachlan 
Petaluma (Sonema)................... Haskell & Meyer 
Pomona (Los Angeles)...........- .. J. A. Gallup 
Rivers'de’ (Riverside) ...... iaathedal ‘Stanton & Noyes 
Sacramento* (Sacramento)............ Robt. T. Devlin 


San Rernardino* (San Bernardino)........ F. W. Gregg 
San Diego* (San Diego) H effleman 
SAN FRANCISCO™ (San Franciaco) 
A. D. D'ANCONA, 405 Montgomery at. Commer cial 
litigation and collections. (See card.) 
FOX, KELLOGG & GRAY, Pacific Muwal Bldg., 508 
pee pao! st. Collection department under 
jal management 
HAVEN ~4. \ epee Mills Building. Practice in all 


EDW. he HOLMAN, 509 Montgomery st. Cable ad- 
dress, “Holman,” Oakland, Cal. Refers to any 
bank or Superior Court judge. 


San Jose" (Santa Clara).............. Nicholas Bowden 
San Luis Obispo* (San LuisObispo). Wilcoxen & Bouldin 
Santa Ana* (Orarge).......--.---.+---- —_ Billingsley 
“gnta Barbara* (Santa Rarbara)....... E. B. Hall 
Santa Cruz* (Santa (ruz).............. LE. L. Williams - 





(See card front page.) 

AARON & KEARNEY, 600.628 Ernest-Cranmer Block. 
Refers to American National Bank, Denver, 

and Los Angeles (Cal.) National Bank. 

GEORGE Ss. REDD, 402 Equitable Bldg. Refers to 

First National Bank of Denver. 

HENRY TROWBRIDGE, Jacobson Bldg. Collections, 
depositions, real estate and mining litigation 
throughout the State. Nine years’ experience 
in Denver. Refera to Denver National Bank. 

EDW. D. UPHAM, 307 People’s Bank Bldg. Prac- 
tices in State and Fe eral courts. Prompt 
ronal attention to collections. Refers to 


ver National Bank. 
Greeley* (Weld)..........-.-- suenconasee A. C. Patton 
yunnison (Gunnison)...................--- . T. Sap 
OI ior ccts ccanaesecanes Wm. H. Nas 
Montrose* (Montrose)..................... F. D. Catlin 
Mosca a Renbidbdbnusdccequannteent See Garrison 
ok ere Story & Stevens 
Pueblo* (Puctle).. A.W. LENNARD 


Specialty: Commercial law. Refe rs to Stock growers’ 
and Pueblo National Banks. (See card front page.) 
Trinidad* (Las Aniwaa) .......... Northeutt & Franks 
CONNECTICUT. 
Bridgeport’ (Fairfield)....Stoddard, Bishop & Shelton 
East Haddam (Middlesex). ....-. E. EMORY JOHNSON 
Collecti ns and commercial law. 
Greenwich (Fairtield)................-. Hubbard 
Hertford* (Hartford) ...... GEO. G. & Geo. “ELIOT SILL 
345 Main street. 
M riden (New Haven)....... J. Fitzgerald, Jr. 
Middletown* (Middlesex).... ARTHUR B. CALEF, JR. 
Collections and commercial law. Refers to Farm- 
ers & Mechanica’ Sevings Bank. 
Moods (Middlesex)............ Send to East Haddam 
New Haven* (New Haven) 
GEO. W. ADAMS, 157 Church st. Prompt attention 
to collections. Refers te Yale National Bank. 
LIVINGSTON W. CLEAVELAND, 69 Church st. (Long 
Distance Telephone.) Mercantile collections. 
—— b National _ n’s Bank. (See 
Commissione 
WHITCO B AARMSTRONG. ’ 21 Church st. Practice 
in State and Federal courts. Collections made 
and promptly remitted. Refer to First and 
Mercbants’ National Banks. 
New London (New London)......... Arthur B. Calkins 
Norwalk (Fairffeld) ................ < B. Hurlbatt 


Norwich (New London).............. Wm. B. Aiken 
Stamford (Fairfield)............... ...Curtis & Curtis 
Stonington (New London).................. H. A. Hull 
Waterbury (New Haven)............... L F. Burpee 
Windsor ks (Hartford)............. J. W. Johnson 
DELAWARE. 
GN” CN vcdctctdecccce .--.-Fulton & Van 
Georgetown’ (Susasex)..........- ROBERT G. HOUS ON 
Kefers to the Farmers’ Bank. 
Middletown (New Castle)............... W. F. Causey 
vee e. (New Castle) 
—s any 926 Market street. Refers to 


Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 

HARRY ‘EMwons (Successor to Lore & Emmons), 
Law Refers 7 any bank in the city. 
WILLARD SAULSBURY, at Market st. Kefers 

Union National 


DISTRICT OF ‘COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON (Washington) 
JOHN = BARTHEL, 221 o st. Refers te Lincoln 


ional Bank. 
— “1 CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
wh collections aspecialty. Refers to Na 


he Republic. 
HENRY. wise GARNETT, 416 5th st. Collections a 


Cog to Second National Bank. 

NATIONAL COLLECTION eee (Bonded), 608 F 
st.. N.W. Cha a, . Maupin, Counsel. Re- 
fer to Fidelity it Co. of Maryland. 

LUTHER R. SMITH, ‘ order Building. Refers to 
Washington Loan & Trust Co. and West End 
National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola* (Franklin)............... w.B 


Farl 
) I TS Aa H. K. OLLIPHAN 
Special attention to commercial and real estate law. 


Refers to court officers and barinees houses here. 
Cedar Keys (Levy)......... Lutterioh, Ashby & Davis 
Gainesville" omy REDE GEERT John W. Ashby 


Jacksonville* (Duval 
COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS'N, Law 
Exchange Bldg. Chas. 8S. Adams and Henry 

C. — Attorneys. Collection of claims a 


FLETCHER 4 WURTS. Attorneys for First National 
Bank of Florida. 


Se CHa a cn din cncsccnakacsecéivns A. B. Small 
Key Weat* (Monree).............--- J. M. Phipps 
nr Samuel F. Marshall 
Orange City (Volusia)................... R. D. Coulter 
CORRE COI a onc nc ce ccscccncccccconcs W.L. Peeler 
Palatka‘ (Putnam)...............---.--- Henry Strunz 
Pensacola‘ (Escambia).............. ANDREW J. ROSE 
Attorney for Bradstreet's. Refers to First National 
Bank. (See card.) 
St. Augustine* (St. John)............ W. W. Dewhurst 
Tallahassew* (Leon)..................- R. W. Williams 





COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS’N, 3% 
Whitehall st. Garrett & Neu Attorneys. 
joy od - qa bank or reliable business house 


CONSOLIDATED COLLECTION CO. Roby Robinson, 
and ‘Treasurer. References :—Any 
siness house in Atlanta. 

0. ean aM. c. HORTON, 29% Marietta st. Special 

facilities for handling commercial li tigation. 
err L & MOORE, 202 Law Bldg. Refer to Capi- 
and Merchants’ Banks, Atlanta; Niles 
Tool — Co., Hamilton, Ohio; Studebaker 
afacturing Co., South Bend, Ind. 
wiLtingwai & LANE. Refer to Atlanta wane 
Bank Maddox-Rucker conbieg te 
Augusta* (tichmond) a cadpabecat ches SAM. F. GARLINGTON 

Refers to Capt. — E. Coffin, cashier National 

Exchange Bank; C. E. Clark, stocks, bonds, etc.; 

AW. Anderson, Gen, Mgr. P.R. & W.C. R.R., 

all of Augusta Attorney for Commercial Law 

Ass'n, Wilber’s Mercantile Agency, ete. 

Bainbridge* (Decatur) ............. John E. Donaldson 
Brunswick* (Glynn).............- JOHNSON & KRAUSS 
References: Merchants & Traders’ B’k, Brunswick 

Sav. & Trust (‘o., A. Kiser & Bro., Glanber & Isaac. 


eet ween weweee 


Carroliton* (Carroll).............cec.- Cot & yl nad 
Cartersville* (Bartow).................... M. Moon 
Columbus* (Muskogee)... .... WORRILL y McMICHAEL 


Attorneys for Columbus Southern Ry. Refer to 
Thi:d National Bank. 


Dalton* (Whitefield) ......... McCutchen . "~~: 
Eastman” (Dodge) ....... seddinnmtndnnaraate A. Smith 
a as é F. Dillard 
Gainesville* (Hall). Citak wawetedsadandedaiane wr C. Boone 
Griffin (Spalding).......-............ W. Hammond 
fms | Grove (Jackson).............. R.L. J. Smith 
poe Rhy mm bdcqsucentensceosaneniiend D. M. Clark 

aa: Watts & Hickey 

— (Bibb) 


ANDERSON & & ANDERSON, 318 Second st. Attorneys 
n Construction Co. 


COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS’N, -— 
berry st. James H. Blount, Jr., A 
—_ to pe aeyy . Cecil & Co., 
», Waxelbaum & So: 
GRACE & —, Masonic Bidg. Commercial and 
corporation law preferred. Refer to Exchange 


JOHN L. HARDEMAN. EE A ~ 
Montezuma (Macen) J. M. DuPree 


pe Alvan D. Freeman 
Pp PP iindsuicecssasnedeceelbad Cc. C. 
— tg a Wis da cnaccecsecesoonedwad C.E. Carpenter 


annah* tham) 
GRIFFIN & BROWN, Cor. Bull and Bay sts. General 
Attorneys for Commercial Lean & Collection 
fam. er to Chatham Bank and Nationak 


of Savannah. 

micotson & McKETHAN, 9 and 10 gg Bld 
An efficient collection department. tre 
the Citizens’ Bank. (See card.) 


En ery fl (Themas) .......MacInt ocletyze 
enconesaenss ‘ow = Bo Whi 
Ware |. reas John (. McDonela 
Waynesboro* (Burke)..... Lawson, Callaway & Scales 
IDAHO. 
Boise City* (Ada)..............0...2.- Geo. H. Stewart 
Idaho Falls par nes Wvcsacaasawtal H. J. Hast —_ 
Moscow* (Latah)..........-...-...-- Philip Till: 
Payette (Ada)...............-.---.----- . H. 
Pocatello (Bin Deenemeannesnee E. P. Blickensderfer 
Weiser* (W Dinccceccsenesceeadas J.W. Ayers 
ILLINOIS. 
Po een Dennis Clarke 
Alton (Madison)..............-.--.0000+-- 4. P. HODGE 
Refers to Alton Savings Bank. 
Amboy (Lee)............-...-------- Wooster & Hawes 
Aurora (Kane)..............0+.000-- H. O. Southworth 
pe ne 
Beardstown (Cass).............-.-.------ R. R. Hewitt 
Belleville* (St. Clair)................ Barthel & Farmer 
Belvidere* (Boone).................- Fuller & De Wolf 
Bloomington* (McLean)............ CALVIN RAYBURN 


* Commercial law and collections. Remittance made 
day of collection. Refers to the Bradstreet Co 


Bushnell (McDonough)... ............- David Chambers 
Cairo* (Alexander). ................- ion & Leek 
Carbondale a eqntentenneeiiad . H. Caldwell 


CHICAGO* (Cook) 
Ww. C C. ANDERSON, Gaite 1120 and 1121 Chamber of 
Commerce Build ing. Commercial, corporation, 
- > rn an Y banking law. References 
nished on 


GEO. ‘B. CHAMBER h oe Tacoma Bldg. ne. Dees 
tions, a ion law, ete. Collec- 
tions as "pete to F First National Bank. 
(Office yette, Ind.) 

HUGH McINDOE, 70 Las Salle st. Commercial litiga- 
tion and collections. 

Chillicothe (Peoria) ...............-.-.. Send to Peoria. 


Danvers (McLean).................-- See Bloomington 
Lindley 
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SDD, oc wonscacsccocsunssenseos D. C. Corley 
DeKalb* (DeKalb). ..............-..-20-- E. B. Gilbert 
ee gd ree W. & W. D. Barge 
East St. Louis (St. Clair).............. James J. — 
Effingham* (Effingham). ...............- 8. F. Gilmo 
Higin (RGRO) ... 2.0 .cccceccccccccccceee R. M. IRELAND 
Refers to First National Bank. 
ee eo eT. Send to Peoria. 
Freeport* (Stephenson). ...........-- L. & M. Stoskopf 
Galena* (Jo Davies)..............-..- Baum & Leekley 
Galesb (Knox)....Williams, Lawrence & Williams 
ane & ee: Fred 8 Potter 
High OP GEO). occ cesvcconestes John Blackner 
Jackronville* (Morgan)......-.....-.---- Richard Yates 
PD sisccctanarcnseshoumaasann Egbert Phelps 
PDOD LIOUETD. .... occccncccancocce Blish & Lawson 
BEY TRROMOIDD ocesn cncaccacecccnces See Bloomington 
Lexington (McLean)................- S-e Bloomington 
OS OO a L. C. Schwerdtfeger 
Macomb’ (MeDosough) Secipnaenseanee Agnew & Vose 
Marion* (Williamson)..... ee eee Geo. W. Young 
OSS eee Chas. Bennett 
SS aaa S. W. Odell 
Monmouth* (Warren)....... inne ea McD ll 
I CN on ciccnecmachabbeansasees ‘ord 
Mound City* ( SERS Jos. P. Robarte 
ount Carmel* (Wabash).............--- Bell & Green 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll)............ C. B. Smith & Son 
Mount Sterling* (Brown)............-.- J. J. McDonald 
Mount Vernon* (Jefferson) ..............- C. H. Patton 
CURE” FIO). nnoccecccaccncsescoscesces Frank Bacon 
ree Rector C. Hitt 
ee ROBERT L. L. McKINLAY 
Attorney for Edgar County National 
Peoria* (Peoria) 


— & COVEY. Managers of the Covey Collection 
i- - Commercial and corporation law a 


HENRY C. PULLER and RICHARD H. RADLEY. At- 
torneys for Anthony Loan & Trust Co. 
Princeton (Burean)............. Henderson & Trimble 

Quincy* (Adams) 
L. <3 EMMONS, Jr. Refers to Ricker National B’k. 
PENICK & WALL. Collections remitted on dav of 


collection. Prompt service. Notary in office. 
Rantoul (Champaign). ...............- Thomas J. Kotb 
_ ay (Gallatin) ............ Phillips & Wiedemanr 
ord* (Winnebago)...........--..- ry W. SHOUDY 


me to People's Bank. (See ¢ 

k Island* (Rock Island) . ‘CONNELLY. & CONNELLY 

Refer to Rock _— banks and R. — Dun & Co. 
Saybrook (McLean)...............--- Soe eeenaeen 
Shelbyville (Shelby) eccese Moulton, Chafiee & — 
Barense (Baws) 2.02. cccccccccescecccccccs Ww.D. 
— (Sangamon) ....... STEVENS & LANPHIE! 

Practice in State and Federal Courts. Special at- 


tention to collections, real estate, corporation and 
commercial law. Refer to arine Bank 
and Ridgely National Bank 
Te Ee Walter Reeves 
Sullivan* (Moultrie)................- Spitler & Hudson 
I NNER, cnccnscoocscesaed no. W. Stanley 
er ESE G. W. Dunton 
lorville* (Christian)............-. Taylor & Abrams 
Toledo* (Cumberland). ......ccccccsccee . 8. Everhart 
Vandalia* (Fayette)...............+-+.--- B. W. Henry 
Waterloot (Monroe) ...............-..-. Chas. Morrison 
ON RS W. F. WYATT 


General — ce. Collections given special service. 






Winchester* (Scott)..........0. o.0.20----- Riggs 

Woodstock* MeHenry) ovnsbnsswoseseca J oslyn & a 
GRC COMME co occcccncsccscecceced J. Fitsgerald 

INDIANA. 
Anderson* (Madison)........ my ene B. JACKSON 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Anderson. 

Emmet A. Bratton 

outh 

‘enfield 

outh 

) . A. Knight 

City (Wayne). hed Medsker 


* (Whitley) 
Colombus* (Bartholomew) .. 
Refers to Irwin’s Bank. 


E. K. Strong 
JOHN W. MORGAN 


Crawfordsville* (Montgomery)....... Ristine & Ristine 

Elkhart (Elkhart) ...............-. State & Chamberlain 

Elwood (Misdison) jaiuhcchcieaehaiioleiiai ncaa te H. F. WILLKIE 
Refers to Citizens’ Exchange Bank. 

Evansville* (Vanderburgh)...........-.- ean . co 

I IN coccccccessencansnnsces 

Fort Wayne* (Allen)............. 70LLARS av WORDEN 
Refer to Homitton National k. 

Frankfort* (Clinton)... ..............00- Joseph C, Suit 

Goshen* (Elikhart)....................- E. E. Mummert 

Greentield* (Hancock)...........-cccces Marsh & Cook 

Greensburg* (Decatur).. ees a ey 

Huntington* (Huntington) iptvhkieseumnin B. F.I 


—_ lis* (Marion 
~ah ed HEROD. Rooms 14-17 Fletcher Bank Bldg. 
y bank in the city. 

MORRIS. NEWBERGER ry CURTIS, Commercial Club 
Bldg. Practice in Federal, State and Supreme 
Courts. Commercial and corporation law. Col- 
lection department. Stenographers, Notaries 
and long distance telephone in office. Refer to 
all a banks; Armour & Co., Chicago; 

B. Claflin Co. and Hanover Nat. Bank, N Y 

NATIONAL COLLECTION AGENCY, Baldwin Block. 
Special attention to claims of manufacturers 
aad i. Reference :—Indiana National 

5 nacre. 

LEOPOLD 6 ROTHSCHILD, 18% North Pennsy]l- 

—-. Collections and commercial law. er 
o Merchants’ National Bank. 
SPAHR & KINGSBURY. Collections and Commer- 


c 
Inwood (Marshall)................ -----.8ee Plymouth 





Kendallville (Noble)..............---- raves 
Kokomo* \Howard).........------- WitLiam z MAPLE 
Commercial Law and the law of real _ od 
Refers to Citizens and Howard National 
Lafayette (Tip BO). ccccrcccces Geo. B. Chamberlin 
La Porte* (La Se Samuel E. Williams 
port* BING dancndnancsacccquan Nelson & Myers 
Marion (Great) Srey. éoasiens Manle & Friedline 
Mount Vernon* (Posey).....--.------- 
Muncie* (Delaware)............- Gregory & he 
Nappanee (Elkhart). ...........-...-. J.8 — Entaffer 
New Al CO ear A. Dowling 
Powe® (iltamel)....ccccccecscccce Mitchell & McClintic 
Plymouth* (Marshall)...........-....-- R. B. Ogiesbee 
eoton® (Gibsem) .....ccccccccccccce Land & Gamble 
Rensselaer* (Jasper) ....--..------.---++ M. F. Chilcote 
a, a, ee Jackson & Starr 
S EON) « cnchcsesescécccne Elbert M. Swan 
Shelbyvitles Shelby) eeenescccconeses Love & Morrison 
South Bend* (St. Joseph)............ J.D. HENDERSON 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Sullivan* (Sullivan 


0) 
ANTOINETTE D. LEACH. Commercial law especially. 


Depositions. (See card.) 
JOHN S. BAYS. Commercial law and ye 
Teegarden (Marshall).................-- See P 
Terre Haute* (Vigo)............-. BEECHER al ELLEY 
Refer to National State Bank. 

PCD ancécnncccnoncsesies . Pinne 
Veen CREE) «cece cctccccsseeens Jonathan Kei 
Wabash* (Wabash)...............-....-- ver Bogue 
Walnut (Marshall) ................--.-.- See Plymouth 
Winamac* (Pulaski) ............-.---.-+--- ye & Nye 
Worthington (Greene)...........-.....-.-- 

INDIAN ere 
Aatas GIO. si naccceccccsesesed J.C. Thompson 


Muscogee* (Creek Nation) 
eee et SHEPARD & SHACKELFORD. We 
collect in Cherokee, Creek and eT ta 
Purcell (Pomtotoc).....-cccccsccccces M Miller 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation). Ferree & Gordon 


IOWA. 

RR EI ccm cncnnicecsctennsseeaapese F. E. Gates 
Riana CREED « o0.00ccceccsecacces George E. Clarke 
A Se? ID. consonacevansedasee Clinton S. Fletcher 
Bedford* (Taylor).............---+.++-- G. ock 
Boone* (Boone)........-.-+--+-0eeseeensees y 
Britt (Hamesek) 2.2... cccccoccccesess R. J. W. Bloom 
Burlington* (Des Moines). ..........-. Kelley & Coo 
Carroll D ccccccosescensccsoce W. Macom 
Cedar Rapids (Linn) 


ALBERT T. COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bldg. 
Refers to Cedar Rapids National Bank and 
Security Savings Bank. 


W. L. CRISSMAN. Refers to Cedar Rapids National 
Bank. (See card.) 

Charles City* (Floyd)..........-.......- Robert ert 

Cherokee* (Cherokee)............--.---- M. Wakefield 








Clinton* (Clinton)............. 
Council Bluffs* ( mmamenens 
Cresco* (Howard).. ‘ 
ermal ( oe. 
Dave 


-Pascal & Armentrout 
-Stillman & Stillman 
é John McCook 

--ee----John M. Hays 


(Scott) | 
HEINZ ‘8 day Refer to Farmers & Merchants’ 


s Bank. 

es ig MURPHY. Whittaker Block. 

law a specialty. 
Des Moines* (Polk) 
CUMMINS & WRIGHT. Refer to Iowa National and 
alley National ks 

DUNSHEE & ALLEN. Commercial and corporation 
law and collections. Prompt personal attention 
given to all business received. Claims present- 
on day of receipt and report made by return 
mail. Notary and stenographer in office. 

A. A. McLAUGHLIN, 405 Iowa Loan & Trust Bldg. 
Refers to Savings Bank of Iowa. 

D. W. WOODIN. Commercial een a specialty. 
References furnished upon request. 

Dubuque” (Dubuque).........-.---------- A. P. Gi 
Eldora* (Hardin) ....... Charles L. — 
Refers to City State Bank and Hardin Co. Bank. 
Emmetsburg* (Palo Alto)....-. McCarthy & Linderman 
Fort Madison* (Lee)..... ---.Jobn D. M. Hamilton 
Glenwood* (Mills)............-------+----- 8. Gilliland 
Grinnell* (Poweshiek) . 
Hamburg* (Fremont).. 











Commercial 










eniiia ht Haines & Lyman 
--Hammond & —— 


[owa City™ (Johnson) ...........------ Ranck & Wade 
ne rr Ww. D. PATTERSON 
Refers to State Central Savings Bank 
Knoxville* (Marion) ..............----.- 8. C. Johnson 
Le Mars* (Plymouth)..........-...-...-- J.U. 
Marengo* (Iowa) ............ Hedges, Rumple & Lake 
Marshalltown* (Marshall)............... O. L. Binford 
Mason City* (Cerro Gordo)...... —— & Markley 
Mount Ayr* (Ringgold)......... Laughli n & Campbell 
Senestian* (Muscatine)............... T. R. Fitzgerald 
Nashua (Chickasaw).............-.2.---- W Pe :rn 
PUES GNOIG) cot cesaccascocne .-.-M. P. Webb 
Newton* (Jasper).... H. 8. Winslow 






Oskaloosa* (Mahaska 
Ottumwa* (Wa — 

Rock Rapids* yon) 

Sheldon 4 Brion}... 


Big 
Sioux City “¥ (Woodbury 
JAME DOUGHTY. » bees litigation and col- 
—. Refers to Northwestern Nat. Bank. 
T. P. Sag ig 47) Rooms 30-31 Metropolitan block. 
CHAS. K. WILLIAMS. Refers to Security National 
and lowa Savings Banks. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista).............. F. H. Helsell 
Spencer* (Cla: ay) soneee Richardson, Buck & Kirkpatrick 
Storm Lake ; agen Sate) .cccccoscas » Mae 6 oa a 
es, Couch & Boles 


Ti . 
Wateriow” (Bis (Black Hawk) 





Webster City* (Hamilton)......... ..- WESLEY MARTIN 
Refers to Hamilton Coty Bank. 

Winterset (Madison)................- A.W. C. Weeks 

KANSAS. 

Abilene* eaten jeeseas — Stambaugh & Hurd 

Anthony (Harper) ....... coceccosccces H. Parke Jones 

Arkansas Cit Cowiay) pkcicmammudiend Oliver M. Wilson 

Atchison* (Atchison) ......... H. M. & W. A. Jackson 

Belleville* (Republic)................+++- no Se = 

Beloit* (Mitchell).................0+0 

Bird City* (Cheyenne)................- ~iontis Stine 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Ban 

Burlington* (Cottey)............... ecceee r M. Connal 

Columbus (Cherokee). .............-.--- J.P. Perkins 

Concordia* (Cloud).............. Pulsifer & Alexander 

Cotten wood Falls* (Chase)...........- ohn V. Sanders 

Council Grove* (Morris)......... GEO. P. MOREHOUSE 


City Attorney. Refers to Morris County Bank. 


Dodge City* (Ford)........... eccccceces . Sutton 
a © eer E, D, Stratfor 
Emporia” insaees ccaccassuasodeeess 0) 
Fort Scott® ‘i - 


D. F. CAMPBELL. Refers to all the banks at Fort 


Scott 
HUMPHREY & HUDSON. — in Union Block. 
Morcantile law particularly. 


he On ORE Atwood Cady 
Garden City* (Finney). ................- Milton Brown 
Garnett* (Anderson).................+---- A. J. Smith 
Great Bend* (Barton) .................- J. H. Jennison 
a, REIS: W. L. Shale 
Holton* (Jackson)................ Ho _t & Hopkins 
Hamio® (Bheridan)....cccccccccccesces ——— 
ENE GID. cc nceccaccestsuceceuns A. Barber 
Hutchinson* (Reno)..................- Wright ‘& Stout 
Jetmore* (Hodgeman) bbnesaeccescsoaucd Jno. F. Curran 
Jewell City (Jewell). ............... J.C. Postlethwait 
Junction ty* Ra canhkncnaiiaie ohn O. Marshall 
Kansas City* (Wyan Otte) naka eta tebiesied E. S$. EARHART 
320 Fertmeuth ~ eneene 
Kingman* (Kingman).. seosaseonese I e. ._—— 
od eS eRe 
Lawrence* (Douglas) ........ SPANGLER & & ‘BROWNELL 
Refer to Dougies County Bank. 
BN CE ikkas Andascosesenthevnstske Jones & Jones 
ee, er Jobn E. Hestin 
—, rea King & Kelle 
Ce Se Glass & Pollac 
Me erson*(McPherson).......... Simpson & Johnson 
og Peat 5. W. Miles 
Minnea) * (Ottawa)............-. Geonme W. Hurley 
SNE CNN” CED occccctccccsccsasess ohn W. Poere 
ety eae Wi Kline 
Norton" (Norton) .............0...00.. I. H. Thom 
ag” RR eee J. W. Parker 
de eae E. F. Robinson 
SED Stccnsciandenbaccedue F. A. Waddle 
Cee Jno. W. Bell 
ea . T. BOAZ 


Refers to National Bank of Pittsburg and First Na- 
tional Bank, both of Pittsburg. 


Russell* (Russell). ...........se0-cseseeees H. G. Laing 

|, reer Garver & Bond 

— Fe* —_ scbancneoncceescanees D. a 
t. 8 amend evecce cece Hagan & Mac 

St. John GENMIIEE, coceccccocccasqnencsness J. W. : 

Seneca* (Nemaha)........... SAMUEL K. WOODWORTH 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Smith Centre* (Smith).................. D. M. Reliban 

BOOSSE* GROSKE) cn ccccccccscccscceccees J. R. BROBST 
Reference: Jay J. Smith, banker. 

Tepeka* (Ghawne)........cc.ccccccee CALL & INGALLS 
Refer to First National Bank, Bank of Topeka and 
Bradstreet Mercantile Agency. 

Wa Keeney* (Trego)..........---++++.---- Lee Monroe 

W. asbington’ (Ww angen)... .oo— & Paw ~— 

Wellington” (Suminer)...............- 

Wichita™ (Sedgwick).......... foitnaau H& mRAUCH 
Refer to Sedgwick County Ban 

to OO, eae F. C. Hunt 

Yates Center* (Woodson)............... W. H. Slavens 

KENTUCKY. 

RE TR i srnrstitsos cateauage William Paoge 

Bowling Green” (Warren)..........- W. W. Manatield 

Covington* (Kenton)............. Simmons & Simmons 

Franktort* (Franklin).................. D. W. Lindse 

eae H. D. GREGOR 

Henderson* (Henderson).......... S. B. — R. D. VANCE 
Attorneys for Obio Valley Bank. Refer to same. 

Lexington (Fayette). ... KENTUCKY COLLECTING co. 

E. Ross, Counsel. Refers to any bank in city. 
ae VILLE* (Jefferson) 


AVRITT & POSTON, 79 Louisville Trust Co. Bldg. 
General practice in State and Federal courts. 
Refer to Louisville Banking Co., Louisville 

Trust Co. and Fidelity Trust Safety Vault Co. 

BARNETT, MILLER & BARNETT, Cor. 5th & Market 
ats. ‘Attorneys for Louisville Banking Co. and 
German Bank. Practice in State and Federal 
— gman insurance and corporation 


BRIGHT & BRANDEIS Cor. Fifth and Jefferson sta. 
sean ih Third National Bank and German 


Bank. 

wacten “DARBY 78 Trust Bldg. Notary Public. 
rcial law a specialty. 

ROGERS ‘& ‘DUNCAN, 322 Fifth ave. Refer to Third 


oval Bank. 
WM. wt WATTS, Cor. Fifth and Main sts. Refers to 
Louisville Banking Co., German Bank and 
an Insurance k. (See card page 543.) 





Mayfield* (Graves) ........... ecccccccccce R. O. Hester 

Maysville* (Mason) .............+.000-+ Cachran & Son 
diesborough am... coves «+eeeee- Chas. A. Wood 

Newport* (Campbell)...................-Nelson 
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Owensboro* (Daviess) GEORGE W. JOLLY 
(Late U.8. Attorney, District of Kentucky). Prac- 
tice in State and Federal Courts. Refers to First 
National Bank. 

Paducah* (McCracken THOS. E. MOSS 
ie: od in all State and Federal Courts. Refers 

ka. 

Paris* (Bourbon) 

Richmond* (Madison)..................- 4 
erseu* ( i) 

Uniontown (Union) 

Refers to Bank of Uniontown. 

Versailes* (Woodford) 

Winchester* (Clark) 


LOUISIANA. 
Baton Rouge* (E Baton Rouge)....... 
Donaldsonville* (Ascension) 
Markesville* (A voyelles) 
Monroe" (Ouachita) 
New Orleans* (Orleans) 
SIDNEY BRADFORD, 35 Carondelet st. Collections 


a specialty. 
JOSEPH N. WOLFSON, 6 Carondelet st. Commercial 


and corporation practice. 
ROBT. WHETSTONE 


Rayville* (Rich 
Shreveport* (Caddo) Leonard & Thatcher 


—_ 


Auburn* (Androscoggin) .............. J. W. Mitchell 
Augusta* (Kennebec) Heath & Tuell 
Bangor* (Penobscot) Henry L. Mitchell 
Bath* (Sagadahoc). Jobn Scott 
Biddeford (York) . F. Haley 
Brunswick (Camberland) George D. Parks 
Calais" (Washington) 
Cherryfield (Washington) 
Dexter (Penobscot) & Crosb 
a (Washington) . McFAU 
fers to any bank in city or any county official. 

Gardiner (Kennebec) aos . Clason 
Lewiston (Androscoggin) M. Drew 
Portland* (Cumberiand) 

98 Exchange street. 
Rockland* (Knox)........... .C. E. & A. &. Littlefield 
Saco* (York) Geo. E. Grant 
Thomaston (Knox) Joseph E. Moore 
Waterville (Kennebec)............... Harvey D. Eaton 


MARYLAND. 
Dyn i (Anne Arundel) Frank H. Stockett 
BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 

SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO., St. Paul and Baltimore 
sts. Mercantile law and collections. References 
as to responsibility: National Bank of Baltimore, 
National Exchange Bank and Western National 
Bank of Baltimore. (See card on front page.) 

a BOGGS. Over Mechanics’ N ational Kank. 

Law and collection wt 

BONDED COLLECTION GENCY, Daily Record 

Mersings Refers to Fidelity & — Co. of 
. (See card on front page.) 

PARRY ‘tee DOWNS, 402, 403, 418 Law Bidg. Com- 

al and co! — matters solicited. 

ELLIOTT 4 HOFFMAN, 220 to 222 Equitable Bldg. 

W. H. H. RALEIGH, Manager Merchants’ Protective 
Woweaie & Collection Bureau. 

UNITED LAW & COLLECTION ASS’N, 649 and 651 
Equitable Bldg. Otto H. Droe; and §. John 
Lion, Counsel; Chas. H. Green, (See card.) 

Bel Air* (Harford) , FRANK A. MANCOCK 
Commercial litigation. ‘Collections. Refers to Sec 
ond National Bank. 

Cambridge* (Dorchester) WM. 0. MITCHELL 

Refers to Dorchester National Bank. 

Cumberland” (Allegany) 
Denton* (Caroline) 
DE? CAMEOS cncécctenccdevccésade J. Frank Turner 
Elkton* (Cecil) L. Marshall Haines 
Frederick* (Frederick)...............++- C. V. 8. Levy 
Hagerstown* (Washington) 

Princess Anne* (Somerset) 

Salisbury* (Wicomico) 

Snow Hill* (Worcester) 

Westminster* (Carroll) 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
ios sn care ches ca hwdien N. H. Bixby 
Amesbury (Essex) 

Amherst (Hapmshire) 

Attleborough (Bristol) 

Barnstable* (Barnstable) 

BOSTON?* (Suffolk) 

HERBERT L. BAKER, 178 Devonshire st. Refers to 
Broadway National Bank. 

EDW. C. BATES, 67 Equitable Building. 
First Nationa) Bank of Westborough. 

age MASKELL BUTLER, Globe Bldg., 244 Wash- 

mat. (See card front page.) 
CARPEN NTER & TOWLE, 10 Tremont st. Commercial 
= ym law. Refer to Old Colony 
it Co. 
WALTER "CHURCH, 1 Beacon street. 
Estates and Lost Heirs. 

FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 
a specialty. Reference:—Freeman's National 
Bank and Hamilton Nat onal Bank, Boston. 

JAS. WILSON GRIMES, 47 Court st. Refers to Amer- 
ican Powder Mills and J. B. Lewis Shoe Co. 

INTERSTATE LAW CO., 105 Sumner st. Sprague & 
Washburn, Counsel. 

WILLIAM GREGORY JONES, 299 Devonshire street. 
Natary Public and Justice of the Peace. De- 
posteme carefully and romptly taken. 

LYNDE, HARDING & CYNDE, 68 Cornhill. 

MERCANTILE LAW CO., 56 "Bedford street. B. K. 
al —— & Counsel. a to Mount 

ional Bank. (See card.) 

MOULTON. LORING & LORING, 29 Pemberton sq. 


L. Campbell 


Russum & ee 


Refers to 





Boston— Continued. 
—- LEGAL & MERCANTILE AGENCY. Amqueites 
Attorney at Law and Presiden 
Ww. FS & W. S. SLOCUM, 257 Washin at. ‘Refer 
to Hide & Leather National Bank. (See card.) 
— & WASHBURN, 105 Sumner st. Refer to 
—_ Vernon National Bank. (See card.) 
Brockton (Plymouth) 
Brookfield v orchester) 
Cambridge* (Middlesex)...... ‘@ilsERT ¢ Pa ‘PEVEY 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Easthampton (Hampshire) oke 
Fall River (Bristol) Swift & G 
Fitchburg (Worcester)................. 
Gloucester (Essex) 
Hadley (Hampshire) 
Haverhill (Essex) 
Collections a — 
_— (Ham 
fers to 
lowe ( 


Berkshire B. Clark 
Lowell (Middlesex ) CHAS. i. CONANT 
Refers to Prescott nae Bank 
i. (Essex) Henry } F. P nee 


den (Middlesex) 
Melrose (Middlesex) eo ‘iinoine ae NDE 
ease A. Taft 


Holyoke 
HORACE i. SARGENT 


amie JOHN R. CALLAHAN 
ark National Bank of se hae 


Office also at 68 Cornhill, Bos 
Milford (Middlesex) 
New Bedford (Bristol) 
Newburyport (Essex) 
Newton (Middlesex) W.F. & W. 7 Siocum 

Office also at 725 Washington st., Boston. (See card.) 
Pittsfield’ (Berkshire) ¥. M. Wood 
aay (Norfolk) 


William G. A. Pattie 
iem* (Essex) 


Elbridge R. Anderson 
South Hadley (Ham 


SS aa Send to Holyoke 
Springtield* (Ham npden) 4 
ae = BURT, 


tended 

D. E. WEBSTER. Refers to First National Bank. 
Stoneham (Middlesex) LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE 

Office also at 68 Cornhill, Bosten. 
Taunton* (Bristol) 3 
Waltham (Middlesex) 
Watertown (Middlesex) ................. 
Westfield (Hampden) 

Refers to First National Bank. 
Winchester (Middlesex) 


Collections promptly at- 


. 8. Littlefield 
RICE, KING & RICE 
Refer to any bank or business house here. (See card.) 


MICHIGAN. 

Adrian* (Lenawee) 
Allegan” (Allegany) 
Alpena* ( Alpena) 
Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw).............. J. Ww. Bennett 
Battle Creek (Calhoun) .................-} % 3 Brigge 
Bay City* (Bay) EoWARD E. ANN KE 

Commercial litigation and collections. Real estate. 

Commissioner of Circuit Court. Depositions taken. 

Refers to Bay City Bank and Second — Bank. 
Bellaire’ (Antrim) tt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien) Plummer 
Croswell (Sanilac) Wiifora Maclem 
DETROIT* (Wayn 

— 2 BS GLAS & WHITING, 80 to 85 Moffat 


METCALF ti HATCH, Attorney and Manager of 

he Credit & Collection Co., W hitney Opera 
Fa Bldg. Refers to John L. Harper & Co., 

bankers, and Dime Savings Bank. (See card. } 

FRANK E. ROBSON, 602 Hammond Bldg. Refers to 
Detroit National Bank. (See card.) 

SNYDER & DUCHARME, 28 Buh! Block. Practice 
in all courts. Collections promptly attended 
to. Refer to Fletcher Hardware Co. and 
Peo copies Corts s Bank. 

— N & MASON, 410-411 Hammond Bldg. Re- 

to State Savings Bank. (See card.) 

PHILIP T. VAN ZILE, 413 Hammond Bldg. Personal 
attention Fem to every collection. Special 
facilities for making collections in the State. 
Refers to Detroit National Bank, and Bankers’ 
National Bank, Chicago. 

Maton Rapids (Eaton).................... J.M 

Flint* (Geneseo). ..WILLIS S. MEADE 
Refers to First National Bank. ~ one, ) 

Frankfort (Benzie) R. Chandler 

Gladwin* (Gladwin).................... i. T. Campbell 

Grand Rapida* (Kent) 

BOLTWOOD ar BOLTWOOD, Rooms 28, 29. 30 and 31 
Uld Houseman Building. Refer to Old National 
Bank of Grand Rapids. 

mane NORRIS, Rooms 17 and 18 Norris Building. 

pecial attention to fire insurance litigation. 

SWEET & PERKINS, Michigan Trust Co. Building. 
Reference :—National City Bank. 

TAGGART, KNAPPEN & DENISON, 811-817 Michi- 
gan Trust Co. Bldg. General practice. Cor- 
poration, commercial law and collections. Refer 
to Grand Rapids National Bank. 

Houghton* (Houghton).......... 
Ionia* (Ionia) 
Ispheming (Marquette) ....... 
Jackson (Jackson) 
102 West Main street. 


Lansin 
JN 


..Lamb & Goslin 
W. B. Williams & Son 


“FORREST c. casa 
Boudeman & Adams 
(Ingham) 


H. CHASE. Special attention to commercial 
and real estate law. Notary with seal. Refers 
of the four banks in the city. 
wooo a 00D. Refer to E. Bement & Sons, City 

National and Ingham County — Banks. 
ee Ss 5 ctdncendindecden se 
Midland (Midlan 

Mount Pleasant* ‘Isabella 


Muskegon* (Muskegon) R. J. MacDONALD 
Niles (Berrien) “re J. Gilbert 
) ole 


Pontiac* (Oa . Jos. E. Sa 


€. ¢. tery arog 


Macomb) 
Refers to ee National Bank. 


Saginaw* (Seginaw) 
E. J. DE p Romig te, (East Side.) Prac- 
| ear a oe tke hly . — oe NN 
Ww a specialty. arene y equip) collec- 
tion ee ‘ers to Second ees 
Bank and Savings amy of East Sagina 
JENNER EI MORSE, 1- 2 Heavenrich Block (EastSide). 
Refers to People’s Ty - Bank. (See card ) 
WwooD & ae. I 5 and 6 Merrill Block, crete 
urt House Sq. General civil practice in all 
courts. Refer to all banks, county officials and 
wholesale houses — Na city. ell-equipped 


collectio 
Sand Beach (Huron) 
Sault Ste. Marie* (Chippewa) 
Sturgis (St. Joseph).......... 


-WM. M. ALLMAN, aca co. 


Collection Agents, Send your collections to us and 

save litigation 
Three Rivers (St. Soseph) R. Pealer & Geo. E. Miller 
-Umbor & —_ her 


Traverse > a (Grand Traverse) . 
West Bay City (Bay) 
West Branch* (Ogemaw) 


Ypsilanti (Washtenaw) 


MINNESOTA. 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn)..............----.- £. 
Autiiat GESWE).ccccccccccecse éanece 


. Louis 
T. CRANDALL, First National Bank Bldg. Mer- 
cantile, a tion and mining law. Refers 
ank of Duluth. (See card.) 

LARDNER "h “MIDDLECOFF 211-212 Torrey Bldg. 
ys for Security Bank of Duluth. (See card.) 
RICHARDSON & & DAY. Commercial and mortgage 

collections a specialty. Refer to any ban 
Dulath, and St. Paul National Bank, = Paal. 


W.H. Leeman 

g _ ae J.D. Van Dyke 

Mankato* Ley Eartht).......... j...-W. L. Comstock 

we FIPTELD ennepin) 

FIF — a FIFIELD. 611 Lumber Exchange. Mer- 

e law and collections. (See card.) 

LAWRENCE. lg ag & CORRISTON (J ~x 
Lawrence, Hiram C Frank T. Cor- 
pay A hd RR. Boston Block. Attorneys 


THE’ UNITED CLAIM AGENCIES. A. A. Anderson, 
Attorney, Mana Collections in all parts 
of America and Europe receive prompt atten- 
tion. Practice in ali courts. Notary in office. 
Refer to Germania Bank. 

Montevideo (Chippewa) ...... aeeees 
Moorhead* (Cla; 


Saint Cloud* (Stearns). ........... 
Saint James* = ahh gmp 
St. Pau)* (Ramsey) 
412 New York Life Build’ 'e. cee to Merchants’ 
National Bank. (See 
St. Peter* (Nicollet) 
Stillwater (W. 


Attorney for Merchants’ Bank of this ci 


MISSISSIPPI. 

Aberdeen* (Monroe). ..... 
Canton* (Madison) 
Greenville* (Washington) 
Greenwood ‘ (Leflore) ...............-.-.- S. R. Céletman 
Holly Spring* (Marshall) R. F. Fant 
Jackson* (Hinds) 
Meridian* (Lauderdale) _—— é Brahan 
Natchez* ym Ernest E. Brown 
Rosedale* (Bolivar 

—. & ALY. Scorr. (Chas. Scott, President Bank 


of Rosedal 
MOORE & TONES. Refer to Bank of Rosedale. 
Vicksburg* (Warren).............-Dabney & McCabe 
MISSOURI. 

Alton (Oregon) ............--2..+-+0+---- L. erman 
Boonvillé* (Cooper)....-........----- “W. G. Pesdieton 
pe errr? J. B. Arbuthust 
T. W. Silvens 

Lozier, Painter & Morris 


—_ 


Jayne & ‘Ward 


ye (Jackson) 
a New York Life Bldg. Refers to 
litan National Bank. 
cart ss 1GGS, Suite 3-4 Long Bldg. Refer to 
tan National Bank and Bradstreet’s. 
CHAS. eT USSEY, 515 Main st. Commercial and 
rporatien law. Refers to any bank. 
EDW. G. G. REYNOLDS 417 American Bank Galiting 
Manager r Inter-S 
Kirksville* (Adair) 
Lexington* (Lafayette) ........... 


—* 





ooe.d. B, “Shelwalter 
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Mawcor City” (Macon).............-...-.- B. E. Guthrie | Laconia* (Belknap). ......-...... ancsces Jewell & Stoone | Charlotte(Monroe) ................. Send to Rochester 
Maysville (DeKalb).............. Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr. | Lancaster* (Coos). ...........--..----.-: Fletcher Ladd | Corning* (Steu a ia a ecaneaaenianie A. Williams 
Memphis* (Scotland) ................. Mudd & Wagner | Manchester (Hillsborough) ......... Alpheus C. aes Cortland" (Cortland) ............... JOHN et "WINSLOW 
Morice (Aminpin)..... 2... .cccccscecss Fiank R. Jesse | Nashua* (Hillsborough)............ William J. M ay a to erg F Yational Bank and Postmaster of 
Moberly (Randolph)................ Forrest G. Ferris | Newport* (Sullivan)................-..---.- A. 8. Wait nd. 
Neosho (Newton)..................-.---- Geo. Hubbert | Portamouth (Rockingham).......... William H. Paine Dunkirk (Chautanqua)...... bide poy a ‘SAYLES 
4 ee Geo. E. Gilbert | Rochester (Strafford).............. Send to Great Falls ‘Commercial, — and rea) esta 
Osceola* (St. Clair).................. George H. Daniel | Somersworth (Strafford)........... Send to Great Falls | Elmira* (Chemung)................ LOWMAN ry BYRNE 
Poplar Bint OS ae E. R. LENTZ | Whitefield Ny ss lenin clea C. E. Wright Refer to State Bank of Elmira. 
Refers to any business house in Poplar Bluff. Wolfborough (Carroll)...............-. William C. zainoers, eS Send to Rochester 
St. Joseph* (Buchauan)....... STAUBER & CRANDALL icinsencencesscseses Geo. L. Bachman 
a th Gempen-Amerieen Baxk Building. ™ re NEW JERSEY. Gienne Falls wae n). PRES) Armstrong, Jr. 
Arlington (Hudson) .Send to R.B.Seymour, JerseyCi omer (Cortiand)..................-. Send to Cortland 
JAMES | M. LEWIS, 5 ay Building. Reference: Ashu Park (Monmouth).......... s Send to Frosbold Honeoye Falls (Monroe)............ Send to Rochester 
Fourth National Ban ic City* (Atlantic).............. yo . A. Baake | Horneilsville a ET Hiram A. Baker 
GERRIT H. TEN BROEK, a North Sth st. Refers o- onne (Hudson) ..Send to R.B. Sey —~~ canoe City Hudson* (Columbia) ..................- . F. B. Chase 
to State Bank. (See card.) videre* (Warren).................. ak. 4 Ithaca* (Tom kine). to cocecececosevoscese Wm. N. Noble 
Savannah‘ (Andrew)................--- Willis G. Hine | Bordentown (Burlington).............. Jamestv wu (Chautauqua)....Bootey, Fowler & Weeks 
Sedalia* (Pettis)..............-..-.-- Sangree & Lamm | Bound Brook (Somerset).......... ate. 4 'W. ANDERSON Johnatow u* (Fulton) ............-. FAYETTE E. MOYER 
r= S. B. Burks Master in Chancery and Notary P Refers to Bradstreet's and the Johnstown Bank. 
Springfield" een ---+----- JOHN D. BECK | Camden* (Camden).................. _. <a & nage Kingston (Uleter).........c.cseee Eckert $s bs 5 
General practice. Collections a specialty. Refers | Cape Ma Citys ( pale ee Jas E. Hildreth | Lockport* (Niagara)............. F. & 
to judges and county officers, —— Elimabe the ( PS ERE “RICHARD é. HENRY | Malone (Frankiin)................... OH MY KELUAS 
Stewartsville (De Kalb) .. F. Clark 109 Breda ee Refers to People’s National Bank. 

m (Boone) Flemington* (Hunterdon).............. Marathon (Cortland) ............... -Send to Cortland 
Trenton* (Grundy) Freehold* (Monmouth) .. ...... FREDERICK 1 PA KER Middletown (Orange) ............. JOHN C. R. TAYLOR 
Unionville (Putnam).. Refers to Central National Bank. 15 North st. fers to any local bank. 
Warrensbarg* (Johnson Hackensack* (Bergen)............-.,..-- C. W. Berdan | Mount Vernon (Westchester) ..Ostrander & Crawford 
Webb City (Jasper). Hackettstown (Warren) .........-.....-.. H. W. Hunt | New Rochelle (Westchester) ...... MORRIS F. KANE 

Harrison (Hudson) .Send to R.B.Seymour, Jersey City Refers to Bank o1 New Rochelle. 
MONTANA. SUOUOIN CHRUIIUIDD 5 cc cccccccqssccccces John C. Besson 
Billings* (Yellowstone)...........-.-.----- G. A. Lane 


Bozeman* (Gallatin) - - -... ..Sutton & Thresher 
sidan M. Kirkpatrick 
Kaneda LARGENT & HUNTOON 
Gamanial it litigation a special feature. (See card.) 
Hamilton (Missoula) ............ -Robert A. O'Hara 
Helena* (Lewis & Clarke)... FN. & SH. McINTIRE 
Gold Block. Commercial matters particularly. 
Whaute Sulphur Springs" (Meagher)..a. N.C. Bamum 


NEBRASKA. 
Auburn* (Nemaha)...-..........-.-.----- --John 8. Stull 
Beatrice* (Gage). ...----- 
Benkelman* (Vundy). ... 
Central City* (Merrick) -. 
Columbus* (Platte) -. . . 











cine ra S. West 
J. E. Dorsheimer 
_ 2 © Reeder 





BER Gily* (Bailee) . ....220.22 cccccscesess Bauer 

Fairbury* (Jefferson)... .........-- “ C HARTIGAN 
Refer to ok Bros. a 

Fremont* (Dodge).:........-------- OOMIS & ABBOTT 


Attorneys Gor Commercial National Bank, Home 
Sav’gr Bank and Equitable Build’g & Loan Ass'n. 
Geneva* (Fillmore)...........-...----- John D. Carson 


Gothenburg (Dawson)..............----- w. +’ — 

Grand po Gn vnccncccncscopnens Chas. G 

OS eee THOS. H. MATTERS 
Refers ‘0 First National and Union State Banks. 

OS ee ae M. A. HARTIGAN 

Refers to Eastern Banking Co. 

Hayes Centre” ne séeurecsoceccace at A. Ready 

Hebron* (Thaye a (‘pisses wheel L. Richards 


Holdrege* (Phel cen PPE ERE e een - Rhea Bros 
Kearne: =< B)occccsonoonon ..--John E. Decker 


coln* (Lancas' 
COFFIN & STONE, 1104 O st. Refer to Columbia 
National Bank 
—— — ‘& PETTIS. Attorney for First 
McCook*(Red W iow Lh caenemieben waiebieee Hug W. Cole 


Nebraska City* (Otoe)......-.--..-.-- Cc. W. “SEYMOUR 
City Attorney, U. s Commissioner, t Public. 


Norfolk* (Madisun)...............----- > Hazen 
North Platte* —— semenesesoetents 5. Hoagland 
Oakdale* (Antelope). .......-...--------- M. B. Putn 

Oaklank (Antelope) EEE M. B. Patney 


lass) 
CHAS. § -4 LOBINGIER. Refers to Omaha National 


WALTERS ee CO. (Incorp.) First Nation- 
al Bank Building. Chas. E. bees > President. 


Rc cnnnccccnsoocescanccess H. M. UTTLEY 
Refers nA Ejkhorn Valley Bank 
Oull* (Valley) ......20002.20002-.---- -THOMAS & HALL 
Refers Ord State B’k a of ry ell. 
Pawnee City* (Pawnee)..-.......-..----- Son 
Rushville* (Sheridan) ...............-.--- 
Schuyler* (Colfax)..............-..----- E. Me Hodadon 
Seward* (Seward).............. S. C. Langsworthy, Jr 
South Omaha (Douglas)... ......-.- Kennedy & Learned 
Stanton* a iketebinbesthetssbeneuen I. N. Vining 
ne n (Cla PR IES EPR EOE = 3 . Hairgrov e 
a ( OW). ccccccccccccccccoess orthrop 
Wen Pont™ ae a deal ko eetl diene Uriah Bronner 
J | eee Geo. W. Bemis 
NEVADA. 
Austin* (Lander).................. Henry W a} — 
Carson City~ (Ormsby).........---+--++------- 
a. ewe Baker & } ee 
Virginia® (Btory)....0ssssece..ccccceee I. W. W hitchee 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Andover (Merrimack)............-.----- a W. Stone 
BE SID sas cncccdnconc-cossenns ay & Chase 
Concord* (Merrimack)................--- HARDY 


Commercial law and colJ--tions. ad to Frank- 
lin National Bank. 
Dover’ (Straftord)........... -.Send to Great Falla 
Franklin (Merrimack) .........- BARNARD & BARNARD 
Mercantile litigation a specialty 
Franklin Falls (Merrimack)......-...-. "Send to Franklin 
Gorham (Coos) i 
Great Falls (Strafford)..............- WM. F. RUSSEL 
Refers to Somersworth National and Somersworth 
Savings Banks of this city. 
Keene* (Cheshire)......ccesees-batchelder & Faulkner 





Jersey City* (Hudson) 
JOHN H. PALMER, Fuller Bldg. Commercial litiga 
“a a ao arecs vecialty. Refers to First National Bank 
ommercial law and organization 
.: po tha in this State. Refers to First 


National Bank. (See card.) 
Long Branch (Monmouth) ............John W. Slocum 
Matawan (Monmouth)............... Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris).............-. Willard W. Cutler 
Mount Holly* (Burlington)........ Walter A. Barrows 


Newark (Essex) 
— F. BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 


Ww. C. » DAMRON, 523 Prudential Build’g. Refers to 
ee ne & Agencies’ Ass'n, 206 Broadway, 


JOHNSON a ‘GERMAN, 763 Broad st. Refer to Mer 
chants’ National Bank 
JOHN WHITEHEAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 
U. 5. and tro are Commissioner. 
New Brunswick* (M 
VAN — DALY. yy WOODBRIDGE, 41 Pater st 


EE: “re K. — 
Passaic (Passaic) ey pee eer . W. Seo 
Paterson" (Passaic)..............- RATION 'E. HORTON 
121 Ellison st. Refers to Paterson National Bank. 
Plaintield (Union)............... REED & CODDINGTON 


Babcock Bldg. Refers to First National Bank. 





Se EE F. A. Dennis 

I COI cacnccscscess oc sécddonneuse ae ~ — 

Red k (Monmouth).. --- App! 

Somerville* (Somerset) ............ GeePwe Ww. AN DERSON 
Master in Chancery and Wotan Public. 


Trenton* (Mercer) 
NEVIN J. LOOS, 9 East State st 
mercantile law. 
WM. S. MILLS, 144 E. State st. Justice of the Peace; 
Commissioner of Deeds. Collections a specialty. 
Woodbridge (Middlesex)........... EPHRAIM CUTTER 
Mercantile law a specialty. 
Wood dury* (Gloucester).............-...-- Lewis Starr 


NEW MEXICO. 
abeueet I (Bernalillo) 
RYAN. Refers to First National Bank. 
THOS. N. WILKINSON. Bim to the Bank of Com- 
merce of this p 

Cllagtem (Ostet) ....<ccccisccoccces: coed - KE, Smith 
Las Vegas* (San Miguel).........-....- ~} ag 

Refers to Firat and San Miguel Waiteoal Ban 
Santa Fe* (Santa Fe).................-.0e- B. Sloan 
Socorro* (Socorro) 


sessoccoesoses ween D. Brooks 


NEW YORK... 
pomens m (ATER) oncccccccccccocccccces Mills & Bridge 
Amsterdam(Montgomery). Westbrook, Burke & Hoover 
Auburn* (Cayuga)...... Underwood, Storke & Seward 
Batavia* (Genesee) ..........-....--- Wa. E. Webster 
Binghamton* (Broome) 
vy + A. ~eueee General Practice. Courts. 


Collec 
BABCOCK, ‘SPERRY & VAN one. wags Bank 
—y to Merchants’ Ban 
Brock rt Stoaree cnetessncaedeneed Bend to Rochester 


Too 
oa (Ki F. FELLIOTT, Garfield Building. ~ 
MOREHOUSE & a, 16 Court st. Commercial and 
corporation law. 
Buffalo* (Ene) 
— ; BROGAN, 110 Erie County Savings Bank 
Kefers to City Bank and Marine Bank. 
CHARLE 5 R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 52 White 
aaa Rg and corporation law. De 
taken. Refer to City Bank. 
CLINTON ry CLARK. 24 West Seneca st. Attorneys 
for Bank ot Commerce. 
HULL & STUART, Erie County Bank Bldg. Com- 
— law and collections. Refer to Fidelity 
Trust & Guarantee Co. 
MERCANTILE CREDIT CO., A. N. MacNabb, Mgr. 
8&4 White Bldg., 298 Main st. Collections, etc. 
Refers to Bank of Commerce. 
Canandaigua* (Ontario)..........--..- 
Catekill~ (Geeene) 
Refers to Catekili National Bank. 


Collections and 





NEW YORK* (New York) 
WM. F. BROWNE, 3-9 Beekman st. and 3059 Third 
ave Practices in all courts. 
a HUGHES & DWIGHT, 96 Broadway and 
Wall street. (See card.) 
4. 8. CONKLING, 136 Liberty st. Counselor and 
Notary. Depositions carefully taken. Refers 
to Henrv Nichols, banker, 60 Broadway. 
jutius HEIDERMAN, 3070 Third avenue. 
to Germania k. 
—  wcompauie LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See 


MOREHOUSE & FISH, 206 Broadway. Commercial 
and corporation law. 


Refers 


Niagara Falls (Niagera)................. Ely & Dudley 
Ugaensburg (St. Lawrence).......... Lous Haabrouck 
Oneonta (Otsega).........-....-....---- Melville Keyes 
Oswego* COD vcagice s+ es ceceunsesse P. W. Cullidan 
Owege* (Tioga)..... ep AS Bet .S. S. Wallis 
Peekskill (Weatchester). bacdpeduunseecenn _ J. H. Baxter 
a ke” See John T Knox 
Plattsburgh* (Clinton).......... Charles Halsey Moore 
Potedam (St. Lawrence)........... W.M. Hawkina 
Poughkeepsie* (Dutchess) ..... MARTIN HEERMANCE 


x-District Attorney of Dutchess county. Refers 
to any bank in Dutchess a, 
Rhinebeck (Dutchess) .............. 


Kochester* (Monroe)..............-. CASsius °C. sDAVY 


Corporation. commercial and banking law. At. 
torney for East Side Savings Bank 
oe ans eJ | ae 
Salamanaca (Cattaraugus)............. le 
Sandy Hill (Washington)... ‘ehiewviLLE . “iNGAL SBE 
Saratoga Springs (Saratoga) cccccscecess erron 
Seugerties (Ulster).............. EGBERT WHITTAKER 
tor in Saugerties Bank and trustee in Sanger 
ties my bee 
Schenectady* (Schenectady)........... Jacob W. Clute 
ren a ne ee Send to Rochester 


BENEDICT 8 a THOMSON, 418-420 Kirk block. Refer 

MESSENGER 1 FARMER, 419-421 ‘‘The Bastable.” 
NT, Shes25 ink 

WILKEN rey SARGENT Kirk block. Colleo- 


tions a alty. 
WILSON & WELLS, 8 Larned Bldg. Refer to Bank 
of Syracuse. "(Bee card.) 
Tonawanda (Erie)..........--..-.....- Lewis T. Payne 
SS ...-..---. camiee FEET wr P. at 
1) gress at ion given to 
ouemenaar ag hm | A 
Utica* (Oneida, 
AYLESWORTH & SHUMWAY. Refer to Central Bank 
ee 7 at WELLS, 33-35 Mann Bidg. References 
Virgil (Cortland ). bi dbbnbecsnecesasees Send to Cortland 
Watertown’ fe come iaptihuasemmaens = H. by 
Whitehall (Washington)............... 


White Plains* (Wes 


Yonkers (Westchester)................ 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Ashborough* (Randolph)......... GEO. S. BRADSHAW 
Refers to Commercial National Bank, High Point. 
Asheville* p A pehsuesanagheu P. A. CUMMINGS 
Charlotte* (Mec 


klenburg) 
OSBORNE, MAXWELL & KEERANS. Commercial 
law and — aspecialty. Refer to First 


Nati 

Durham’ (Darh@m). .......ccccccscccecs J. 8. Manning 
Fayetteville* (Cumberland)............. John G. Shaw 
Greensboro* (Guilford) ................. —, & King 
Greenville* (Pitt)..........0.-cecccssocees F. Tyson 
Mt Airy (Surry) Wogepenedees secnsad =“. w SPARGER 

Refers eople’s National Bank, Winston, 
New Berne* (Craven)... .......-.ccccccece y % PAS 
Raleigh” ( Maccocccssocesccesecs ~—_ v:. _ 
Shelby (Cleveland)................-..- 
8 ville* (Iredell)............. FRANK cx WACKET? 


Refers to oe Bros., merchants and bankers. 
























MORDECAI & GADSDEN.“"ssesas countess cameess Seamer” 
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ester 

a we pNORTH DAKOTA. Massillon® (Stark).........-. Pease, Baldwin & Young Philadelphie—Contn tim ” 

: Bismarck* (Burleigh)................ ; Frank V . Barnes na* (Medina)...........-.......----.d08. Andrew : _ Corporation, com- 
er of Devil's La abe" da RS. FT: j. B. EATON & CO, | Middletown (Butler)................ Doty & Todhutter ae - gh ons ost collections. fers to P. P. 
(LES Refer te First an Union Nat. Banks. Grand Forks. | Mount Vernon™ (Knox)............... Cooper & Moore paw et er National Bank of blic. 

Dickinson" (Stark).........-..... ALBERT J. BURNETT | Newark (Licking)...............-....... aldo Taylor |, FIDELITY COLLECTION BUREAU, 625 Drexel Bldg. 
RNE Collections a specialty. Refers 10 First ie Bank. | New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas) ........ J. F. KUHNS owell & Brinton, Counsel. 

Ellendale (Dickey).........ccccccceccccees. A. T. COLE Collections and commercial law. Refers to Ex- GLOBE MERCANTILE AGENCY. ) Provident 
ster Fargo* (Casa) change Bank. . Bldg. G.A. Wells, Mgr. Law and mercantile 
ao M. A. HILDRETH, Red River Valley National Bank | Norwalk* (Huron)...........-..--..--.-- C. H. Stewart collections, real estate and conveyancing. Bank 
g> Bldg. Refers to Hon. Al Thomas, Judge I a deinidiain txccndaceciace Jamison & Davis and commercial reference. 
jand = States District Court, and Hon. Alfred | Portsmouth* (Scioto) = — P. Purdum EDWARD F. HOFFMAN, 1 Drexel Building. 
ater Judge Supreme Coart. Ravenna* (Portage). . ........E. W. Maxson JAS. C. SELLERS, Drexel Bidg. Refers to Provident 
aher FRED. Hy MMORRILL fers to First and Red River | Ripley (Brown)..............-------.-+-- W. D. You ng Life & TrustCo. (See card.) 
hase Valley National Banks. Sandusky" (Erie).. Phinney & M SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO. (Alien , 3 Middleton and 
‘oble Grand Forks* (Grand Forks)........J. B. EATON & CO. | Springtield* (Clark). Diechaneanaded Cochran & Bodgers Walter D. Griscom), 433, 435, 437 Chestnut st. 
eoka Refer to First and Union National B Steubenville" (Jefferson) ..................- P.P Lewis Law, Collections. tions. 

YER Hillaboro* (Traill)...........-..sccesceceeee se ¥. Selby rss sccnscadccetandedaton W.S. Wagner WAGNER eee 251 South Fourth st. Refer to 
kk. Mandan* (Morgan)..............---+------ Toledo* (Lucas) &Co. The Mercantile Agency, at 
rook Herth wood (Grand Forks)... HERBERT n. MORPHY wp wi eyed Madison street. Refers to ony cflon. 
ere to State 0 w TTTSBURG* ( 
LAS Wapheton* (Richland).................. W. E. Purcell THOMAS poe “Superior street. Refers to | ® JOSEPH BRIEL ft Dinnona st. Refers to Anchor 
Coed Senees Dae ; Savings Bank. 
land OHIO Uhrichaville (Tuscarawas) .......... Send to Dennison JOHN B. CHAPMAN. 170 Fourth ave. Corporation 
’ Urbana* (Champaign). . ......G. W. McCracken commercial 
a ae HOUSEL 109 South Howard st., R tar) Rene te Ve n Wert a os Spanetas apie tional B Sok See payne 
. Cc. ° Sou ow st., Rooms | & 2. ers an We atio’ lection 
ana Spec ~ tee eves woies ~~ os < —_ hl Cw eens sagas esses Jno as = sal ua to Coluabie are sas 
mercial law ers to First Nationa ashinton C of, avette, ) Hi as 4 arc 
OTIS & OTIS. ee see eres ai (Clinto ~ pepe aad P. THORPE SAMUEL } cage yer tee coro ave. Commercial, 
matters. efer to Secon ation: ap ers to an the count, ‘armers’ Deposit 
bird Senteed Ravens S., sees. 0. oe toes —~ pececsesee j. CALVIN EWING é. Kk WALLACE. Refers to F iad 
umacher, president American Cer 0 Yollections a 8 t (See card.) ‘ottaville* Till Arth 
and wns ago. aa PE Zanesville* (Musk a. aatieheitin Howard E. Buker Reading” Berks). Gimannanenee ih 
er to nm D Te Cw Re #£ «+ cee eeamaminy e900 “4 

and and Second National Bank. < OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. Ridgeway" (Elk). “Taaeeeeen Senge. ae 
_ REA CARER «<n + 2corverrenccoeccorss: See Elyria | 1 Reno (Canadian) & Severy | "FRANK T, OKELL- Commercial Isw. Refers to 
fers 7) — ~ EE EN me oe vei 3 CUNNINGHAM & Deport Scranton wie Bank. : 

BROVEUAT (UTAWIOTE)...-.-.------e0e. @ oUrat Refer to apltal and Guthrie Nat. Bank rd.) PATTERSON & WILCOX. Referto Traders’ National 
Se Cadiz (Harrison) . Sdwbenceeeéeunvedans D. Cunningham Kingfisher* ( ( epiitiedagting BOYNTON oe ‘SMITH and First National Banks. 
0 SERENE (ROEERIEY) 2000000000 easenss py dy i efers to Bank of Kingfisher and Commercial Bak. |  M. F. SANDO, Dime Bank Bldg. Refers to Dime 

GR Ge icccnccctsaes_ cuseeoes FRANK P. KIBLER Newkirk* (“*K”) William Rouse Deposit & & Discount Bank and Scranton Savings 
cial Refers to the Farmers’ Bank. (See card.) Norman* (Cleveland). ska ehiels eter mag 

Carroliton* (Carroll) Occccccecsccceces Holder & Oglevee Oklahoma* (Oklahoma c. $.1 WOODRUFF, New Republican Bldg. Refers 
lley Chillicothe* (Ross)..............--- Albert Douglas, Jr. Perry (*P”) ime Deposit & Discount Bank and Third 

. CINCINNATI* (Hamilton)  ~ _—_—— | Qeinr ce Deen ; 
oa COBB & HOWARD. BI Building. Members | S#!lvater® (Payne). - National 
yes . pander g oly Z. Collection dices. _ Refers to cre & Merchants’ Bank. Sun Cierthumberiend)....._- HARRY S, manent 
lle to Second and Fourth National Banks. OREGON. ala —"~¥ Payne & McCormick, — 
— BENJAMIN H. COX, 54 West Fourth st. Corpora- | Astoria* (Clatsop)...........-.........- A. R. Kanaga | risanville (Coowford) ,--.<---cc--+--c-e-- Julius Byles 
nox ~ and commercial litigation. Referto Merch- | Eug-ne* (Lane)........... eka tateaicies Gao. B. Davis | [niontown* (Fayette)... PIE Her HH. L. Robinson 
ore nts’ National Bank. Portland (Multnomah) Warren‘ (Warren)......-..-.-.-.---- Hinckley & Rice 
ina DAVID JAS. DAVIS, 99 West Fourth st. Manager — s¢ _—. 609 to 612 Chamber of Com: | Washington (Washington)... ...----. Barnett & Linn 
ICE National Collec ting Co. (See card.) Watsontown (Northumberland) Se ae 
lors. JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of ee, Building. GEO. H HILL, ‘ui27 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. | welisboro* (Tioga) “MERRICK & YOUN 
Refer to Fourth National Ban Salem* (Marion)....... John A. Carson Refer to Wellsboro National E 
nce MITCHENER & HELLER, 5 West srrearth at. The Dalles* (Wasco) .. ... Mays, Huntington & Wilson West Chester* (Chester) .......... JAMES C. SELLERS 
AVY Circ'eville* (Pickaway)......... Samuel W. Courtright Vv Refers to Nat. Bank of Chester County. (Seecard. 
At. Cleveland* (Cuyahoga) PENNSYLVANIA. , Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne)........------ JOSEPH moore 
E. W. GODDARD, 94 Superior st. poaee (by per- | Allegheny* (Allegheny) iaieenéecesinnconee H. L. Christy Refers to People’s Bank 
ck mission) to First National Ban ABestownt (Lae Williamsport* (Lycoming).........HICKS & SPENCER 
ple JAS. M. WILLIAMS, 204 Su a “ Commercial MORRIS a8 KAUFFMAN. Refers to Lehigh Valley Refer to Merchante’ Naiional Ban 
Be - law and collections. tions. Refers to Trust & Safe Deposit Co. York* (York) ......Nevin M. Wanner 
son ss and Union National Banks and Savings JAS. L. SCHAADT, Dist. Attorney for Lehigh county. | “"" “"" °°" " rrr nr enn nn eenn 
ER . & Trust Co. ., Soe tee a — to Allentown or Second National Banks. RHODE ISLAND. . 
JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone ers to — . 
a“ Cleveland National Bank. 1.8. ‘LEISENRING. Commercial Law and Colles. | Bristol f (Mewpori) 2. cosveeesss.-W- F- Shefela 
ute Columb tions pe yah Solicitor for First National Pa: ket (Providence) RPE IS we 
tor EARNHART : "SWARTZ Wesley Block. Notary. Bank of Altoona. Providenes’ (Providence)... 300 sansioen 7 —_ 
Collections a specialty. Refer to Capital City HORACE G. STOVER, Rooms 6 & 7, Nicholson Bldg. © leclener ter r New York. Patents. Collections. 
fer Bank and Fifth Avenue Savings Bank. Reters to First National Bank. Ww (Bristol). _—, B. Mason 
HAYTHE & HAYTHE, Columbia Bldg. Collections | Beaver Falls (Beaver) ............- —— ey y= Waestert (Washington). seen eee Albert Bi. Crafie 
e.”” ad a | bremshes ot meveantiie S aw. Refer to | Bellefonte* (Centre) ................---- Ww yet _—........... Chas. F. Ballou 
nd Fourt tional Banks. Bradford (McKean).........-..- iid weeney de Bee Papen - 
e0- MERCHANTS. . MANUFACTURERS" INTERNATION. | Brookville* (Jefferson) ................. ite SOUTH CAROLINA. 
L CREDIT BUREAU. Special facilities in the | Chambersburg" (Franklin)............... J. - Ludwig | Aiken* (Aiken).............. «....-.-- Henderson Bros. 
nk important mony Fd the control of collections. | Chester (Delaware)..................... A. A. Cochran | Beanfort* (Beaufort)........ ececcce coee W.I. Verdier 
Cleartield* (Clearfield). ........... ROLAND 0: : SWOOPE Camden* Gunes danekeucennnss asenad C. L. Winkler 
me st. et —Merch ants & Manofacturers’ | Connellsville (Fayette) MORDECAI a GADSDEN, P.O. Box 156. Refer to 
id yin (les and Brooks, Butler & Co., bankers. ys en Hi b any bank in city. pommel § | for State Savings 
* (Mon Erie* (Erie).............. ° on back cover. 
mead E. BEE MLY, Davis Bldg. Collections and com- | Franklin* (Venafigo) - E. H. SIMONS, SIEGLING 8 aeveleann's 46 Broad - 
mervial ~—_ (See card e 544.) Gettysburg* (Adams)..................-..Geo. Benner Attorneys for or German-American Trust & Sav- 
nk c.W. Mave Cutehes Ss fers to Merchants’ | Greensburg* (Westmoreland)... ...... G. S Rumbaugh 
Bank and W. P. Callahan & Co. Harrisburg (Danpbin)............. Meade D. Detwiler suvTie e LEE, 7 Broed ct. Refer“to Exchange 
es eorTscHALL & BROWN, Odd Fellows’ Temple. Re- | Hazelton ( MZEFNO).« -- 0020 -e 2a eens Philip V. Weaver Banking & ‘Trust Co. and Bank of Charleston 
wa fee Se Ce nnnsenscneonnas aes Y. See National Banking Ase’n, Charleston.(See card.) 
nd GEO. H. WOOD, 38-39 Callahan Bank Bldg. Collec | Honesdale* (Wayne)................... E. C. Mumford | ¢ojumbia* (Richland).........-.-.- Fran 
er tions and commercial law a oe.-. Refers Jeanstown (Cambria. psuneseccecccqucesans H. H. Kuhn Greenville* ‘Gueanciiias.. 
lie to the City Nat'l Bank and the N. Thacker Co. ter* (I | SORES Fay WM. H. KELLER “rangeburg" (Orangeburg)... 
LL Defiance* (Defiance)..................-- M. E. ORCUTT Refers to People's National Bank, Lancaster Trust Spartanburg* (Spartanburg). 
4 om naam law and collections. Refers to Defiance Co. and People’s Trust Co. 
Lebanon* (Lebanon) eccece secidensgennl en r Schock SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Delphos (Allen) eccccccccccccccccccccs Hor Lewistown* (Mifflin).......... onecees Aberdeen* (Brown).:-.-..--. TAUBMAN & WILLIAMSON 
Dennison (Tuscarawas)..............-..- re w ‘ELSON Lock Haven* (Clinton) ............. ; °R. ‘YOUNGMAN Refer to First N.B. and Bldg.& Loan Ase’n of Dak. 
Ww Refer to Dennison Deposit Bank. Commercial matters given special attention. = (Walworth)..................-.-..W. R. Green 
it. DC eee are Mauch Chunk* (Carbon) .........-.... Fred Bertolette | Canton* (Lincolm)........-.------------ M. E. Rudolph 
iS Elyria* (Lorain)..........-.--.-. invinig ¥ H. GRISWOL! jaa apd ae (Allegheny) ekeneveetend ...-H. L. Christy | Chamberlain* (Brule)............-..------- Jas. Brown 
Collections a specialty. Refers to First National lord)................J0shua Deadwood* (Lawrence) ...-......------ — & Mason 
al Bank. (See card.) Milton (Nocthumberlend) boqeangeostocees See Sun Dell ids (Minnehaha)... .........-... H. Robertson 
st Findlay* (Hancock).........----.-.- W. H. McElvaine | Mount Carmel Cate). Senene get W. B. Faust | Hot Springs* (Fall River)...........- Loomis S. CULL 
Fremont* (Sandusky)..............-. ro & Love | Mount Pleasant (Wesmoreland)......I. J. McWilliams Refers to First National Bank. 
1g cnc nctccccesanctensha’ J. W. Coulter | New Castle* (Lawrence).................. W. H. FALLS | Huron* (Beadle) ........ 2 Fo L. Bg 
w GORE ntcccnsadees  _eniaaies See Ely ria Refers to National k of La ri 2 Madison* (Lake) -.-.-- W. C. Beam 
ig Greenvil e* (Darke).... . ...Knox, Martz & Rup | Norristown* ee sened we. MF. DANNEHOWER | Mitchell* (Davisan)...-. ‘HE Hitchoock 
m Hamiltoa* (Butler) . - -Beldon & Fitton oo fe Be Mo bdsanken cnegueuatuceses Wm. McNair | Mound City* (Campbell) --.A. Sutherland 
R Hillsboro* (Highland). re N. Sams MBERGEN. cb C Pierre* (H “Rateeyeee -D W. March 
D. Ironton* (Lawrence)... ..A. R. Johnson A. 3. RL. BAMB Dgotent of. General | Rapid City* (Pennington) .. CHAS. W. BROWN 
D Jackson* (Jackson). .. ‘ ‘Jeu T. Moore practice, comm: and collections. Refer Refers to Pennington County Bank. 
le RY CD cnc cctenciceetacaaemal a e to <> Semeeess nal National Bank and John Wana- | SIOUX FALLS* (M 
»b Lancaster* (Peleteld) basandeanasWidgaeel B. McNeill iladel pis, ond B. Claflin Co., N.Y. BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer to Minnehaha and 
rt Lima* (Allen). . eévecsnmagaere Gakic’ & Parmenter CARR & ft 8 FRANCISC s vident Bldg. Collections Sioux Falls National Banks. (See card. 
London* (Madison). eaeer beste daunninae D. < ~ Sloe a specialty Commercial law, real estate, con- U.S. G. CHERRY. Refers to Union Trust Co. and 
re Lora n field cite ogecedscesece cocescsocces Send lyria veyancing, "Notary in office. References per- National Bank. 
‘8 Manef \d* a panecedes CUMMINGS & ac8 DE ssion: Tradesmen’s National Bank; W. H. DONOVAN & GLOVER. Refer to Dakota National 
Dy pecialty. (See card.) Grevemeyer & Co., C. M. Bailey's Sons & Co., and National Ranks. 
Marion’ (Mt (M ‘arion) sh ATS TAOS. ES J. F. McNeal 74 A. Hoyt & Co. "The Janewa: coorey and Carey KIRBY MERCANTILE AGENCY. Law and « Ilections. 
Marysville* (Union).............. eGhesana J. E. Griffith ‘ ., branches of the National Wall Paper Co. Refer to any bank in the city. 
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Watertown* (Cod ington)............... John Nicolson 
Yankton (Yankton).................... French & Orvis 
+ aceeenmenneenet 
Bristol* (Sullivan)....... ............ Curtin & Haynes 
Brownsville* eeraianiis ppnbaseessadeeel J. W. E. Moore 


Charlotte* ey oe senncccsecceesccsocase W. L. Cook 


T.P. CHAMLEE & BRO. , Rooms 2 and 3, South Chat- 
acces — Ban 5 Ste Refer to South 


Ww. x SMALL, oe — Block. Refers to Third 
Clarksville* eae) peanecicniahes West & Burney 


ce ES Figures & P. d S 
Jackson™ ee SE a aynes & 


St. Johnsb 


Caledonia) .............. Bates & May 
Woodstock* w Prscdcosessas French & Southgate 
VIRGINIA. 
Alexandria* een. eoccces G. 
ay ~ v4 (Albemarle)............ Ww. eo DAMRON 


De 
Refers to Attorneys’ & Agencies’ Ass'n, 
way. New York. 
Clifton’ Forge ( (Allegheny)...... 


a 
Refer to er Grange 
Frederick oa Spot = Marye & 
icks ( pvasa 
Gordonsville ( ge) a bissechadpebicee Ww. ., 
Refers to Attorneys’ & Agencies’ Asa’n, 


way, New York. 
burg* — ___. ee JOHN E. 








---.---Dunean & Kin 
ttaylvania).......... WITHERS & WITHERS 
Bank, Planters’ National 


Fitshugb 
—— N 
206 Broad- 


ROLLER 





M.E. BUCKLEY. Refers to East Tennessee N Lexing gion" (Rock brid “he 
urg (Campbell)... .. 
— iN & VANDEVENTER. Metary Public. Refer Watehenter (Chesterfield). lw. 1. 

M J SCRE A. WEBB wport News" (Warwick)............. R. G. Bickford 

ers to Southerr Trust Co. and Bk atommeree Novibik: (Norfolk) ...... Neely, Seldner & Warrington 

Morrietown* (Hamblen).................} ——— ey ROR Davi _ & Pg we me 

Nashville"(Davidson).......... LEMUEL R. “CAMPBELL wou SFIOUE)--.--- +--+ ouseansed 
Cole Bldg. Refers to American National Bank and | Richmond(Henrico).................... james cre LYONS 
Union Bank & Trust Co. of this city. 1111 East Main ae. (P. O. Box 269.) Refers to 

2. eee Jno. T. Allen National Bank of V: 

—  ., Sores: M. A. Cummings oanoke (Hoanoke). -++sececesccocceoes = & Cooke 

averly* (Humphreys)................ R. T. Shannon mw 4 ational Vaiiey : Ta ag . &. 8 
TEXAS. Suffolk* (Nansemond)................... R. H. Rawles 

Aieue | need Cockrell & Cockrel] | Winchester* (Frederick) badscwcccaued John J. W 

“Leona WASHINGTON. 

PT Sere HOWARD O'NEAL | Colfax* (Whitman)......................A. M. Craven 

ers to First National Bank. a gm (Columbia) akinens wae eeaenbannne C. F. Miller 
ustin* ew Whatcom* (Whatcom).......... Cade & 

— —- es A. &. Walker, de. North Yati ima’ (Yakima).......... Whitson & Parker 
JENKINS. Se MCCARTNEY. Refer to First Nat. Bank. | Oakesdale (Whitman) .................... JAS. F. FiSK 
JOHN P.WORK. Collections made in any part of Texas. Refers to First National Bank 

Cleburne" ‘ae Nk ices cowicbak Davis & McKay rg ~a ce icse=> “ aoe ¥, Gouse 

oa — co ies G.'W. Banty Pullmann a (Whitman) een ie ad ious I. J. Birdseye : 
Seattle* (King)............... 
L. Po Collects in all parts of Texas. (See * as to sees ia Biock: pire 
Main American omish* SRONEEER). cccccccccccceces 
* o_o ee * Bette Spokane* (Spokane)................... WM. A. HUNEKE 


Ban 
WIRT MANN. Refers to National B’k of Domes. 


i ORES L. FULTON 
Eisai tn all parts of Sune. (See card. 

Elmo (Kanfman)................. Send to Terrell, Tex. 

Kl Paso* (E] Paso).............. Davis, Kemp & Beall 

Lay SaaS Send to Terrell, Tex. 

Fort Worth* (Tarrant)................ & Terrell 

Gainesville’ (Cooke)................... Davis & Harris 

Galveston* (Galveston) ............ M. L. MALEVINSKY 
League —— collections; prompt returns. 

Gatesville* (Coryell).................... a WALKER 
Reters to First and City National ks. 

_ ee . J. Harmon 
Hillsboro ‘4 a ikea iatciadis ances Farlton & Pome ad 
ae "PATRICK & “CAMPBELL 

Refer to First National Bank. 

San Angelo* (Tom Green)......... 

San Antonio* (Bexar)............. james. BY UTLEDGE 
Commercial and land law a specialty. fers to 
San Antonio National Bank. 

0 EE ee W. S. Bank 

EE SS ee E. A. S WILSON 


Refers to First National Bank. 
Texarkana (Bowie).. 
ler* (Smith)... .. 
aco* (McLennan).. 


a 






Dan T 
W. S. Herndon & Sons 


Wasahachie* (Ellis)... J. E. Lancaster 

Weatherf rd* (Parker). -H. L. Mooele 

Wichita Falls (Wichita).............. Mathis & Mathis 

UTAH. 

Rmene? (athe)... 0... nccccccccccccecas 

ee ene evans: e ROGERS 
First t National Bank Building. 1 card.) 

yp ,  —— aa B. Bachman, Jr. 

Salt Lake* (Salt La 


= 3 ogy & ‘GRAY, Rooms 62 na 65 Commercial 


Commercial li litigation especially. 
CHERRY & CHERRY, Walker Bros. Bank Bldg. Re 
fer to Hon. S. A. Merritt Chief Justice; Utah 
National. Commercial National, and Walker 


Bros. Banks 
JONES & SCHROEDER, Entrance, Room 100 Com- 
nee ae? Refer to any jobb.ng house or 


LoopBoUROW: & AHN, Suite 70, 71, 72, 73, Com- 
mercial Block. Cor poration and mining law; 
commercial litigation and collections. Attor- 
neys for re on ~~ Salt Lake. References in all 

ae ae application. 

NWYE & A MSTRONG 102-103 Commercia! Block. 
Col ee. and ‘commercial law; No in 
office er to National Bank of Republic. 

— “PIERCE, Rooms 306-307 oo Bldg. 

ey for ogy | Co., kers. 

RICHARD E Bt SHEPARD. 37 So Gelaenenl Block. 
(Shepard Mercantiio 2 Net ) See card. 


VERMONT. 
Barre (Tati i Apia seccemen ee Ed 


Bellows Falls (Windham).................. . Read 
Brattleboro » ( indham)...... east Haskins & Stoddard 





19-20 First National Bank Building. 
Tacoma* ( 


WANSEN 8 ry | MENKUS, 312-315 Berlin Bld 


Pierce) 
EASTERDAY A EASTERDAY. Refer to any bank in 


Commer. 


ration law. Refer toans bank here. 


munmtay 4 CHI emer Merchants’ Bldg. 


d Scandin 


mercial business a specialty 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla) 


Len ed ven. 


* 


inavian- 1 
SHARPSTEIN 1 & BLATTNER, ty. (dee card) 
wn ey 4 


Refer to 
Bk. 


& Gose 


(Kana ) 

— |, FLOURNGY & PRICE. Attorneys for Kan- 
ha National Bank. 

HARRISON B. SMITH. Refers to R. Ay Dun & Co. 


and Snow-Church Co. 
Charlestown* (J+ fferson) 





Clarksburg* (Harrison). . 
Fairmont* (Marion)......... 
Gratton* (Taylor)......... .. 
Refers to Merchants & Mechanics’ Sa "Toten 
Huntington* (Cabell) ........... VINSON & aT OMPSON 
Attornevs for First National Ban 
Jackson C. H.* (Jackson)............... oe Miller 
Martinsburg* (Berkeley).......... Faulkner & Wal«er 
Parkersburg* (Wood 
HUTCHINSON, HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. Chief 
Counsel in West Virginia for Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. (See card.) 
Point Pleasant* (Mason)............... J. S$. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchant, National Bank. 
Ravenswood (Jackson)................ N. C. PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 
Wellsburg* (Brooke)...............-..... H. C. Hervey 
Wheeling” (Ohio) 


Ss. 6. SMITH, 1421 ey — Commercial litiga- 


d.) 
FERDINAND). WINGERTER. Collections 
ty. fers to Peovle’s Bank. 


WISCONSIN. 
(Kewaunee) 


a special- 


A. E. Dixon 
Baraboo* org biessetsieeon ee rae & Buckl 


torneys f or First Nat: 
Mechanics” Savings Banks 


. W. Menzie 


ie* (Rock) 
AO ETHERS: TEFFRIS, FIFIELD & MATHESON. At- 
tional and Merchants & 


Kewaunee“ (Kewaunee)....... ensen<é JOHN WATTAWA 
Office over Bank of Kewaunee. 

La Crosse* (La Crosse)...... & Woodward 

Madison* (Dane) 

Marinette* (Marinette) ................. B. F. Simpson 





W AUKEE?* (Mil 
JAMES DOUGLAS, meat oi Pabst Bldg. 


Refers to 


First N 
A. J, EIMERMANN, Metropolitan Block. Refers to 
ard Sav. Bank and Pabst ii, 
ERNEST S. MOE, 164 and 105 New Insurance 
Mercantile collections exclusively. 


First National Bank. 


Refers to 





Oshkosh* (Winnebag»)....... egneees BOUCK & HILTON 
Attorneys forthe National, German-American Bank 
and South Side Exchange Banks. 

Portage* (Columbia)............------.---- E. 8S. Baker 

Stevens’ Point* (Portage)....... Cate, Jones & Sanborn 

LR RET JOHN W. OwEN 

Refers to Union N.B. and Commercial & Savings Bk. 
Superior* (Dougias)..............-.- See West Su: 

Watertown (J oe Jetiaienie cauataiaal H. Pease 

Seer ee Irving P. Lord 

on). ‘discanthann, Shashey Mptohtonn 


Wes 
t. 8. Br ARNOLD. to Bank of Commerce and 
Su ior National 
REED REED, Wisconsin Building. Collections 


a specialty. 
WYOMING. 



















S. COLLINS 
WwW 0. 
—— (Laramie . MANN 
al — Oe to collection matters. 
Wvamaten® (Oita)... .cccccceccccccccce Leroy H. White 


. Corthel) 
Sheridan* (Sheridan)................. 


E. E. Lonabaugh 
CANADA. 

NEW BRUNSWICK. 
Fredericton (York) Sen aan oak kae Gill Weasley Vauwart 
M (West fam) .cccccccce Baw J Atkinson 
St. John* (st. Ged cctccctseivccetatde W. McRae 

NEW FOUNDLAND. 
St. Johns (St. Johns)...................- J. & J. Kent 


NOVA ~ erent 





Annapolis nnapolis)........ m. M. DeBlois 
Halifax* tallies) Borden, Kitchie ME An & Chisholm 
8 y* (Cape Breton)........... Gillies & Mac Echen 

armouth* (Yarmouth)....... T. V. B. Bingay & Sens 


ONTARIO. 
Chatham* (Kent)................- 
Hamilton* by ete ar CARSCALLEN, ‘caw & "ROSS 
Refer to the — Company. 
Kino ~" (Frontenac) ...........-.-.-- FRANCIS ae 
Noltor for Suow.Church & Co. and for the Kings- 
ton Board of Trade. ’ 
London (Middlesex).... MAGEE, McKILLOP & MURPHY 
fae ages Q. C.; James B. McKillop, Thomas 
u 
Ottawa (Carleton) MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McKAY 
Barristers, Solicitors, etc. Supreme Court aod 
Departmental Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 
TORON TO* (York) 


oun’, BLACKSTOCK. NESBITT & CHADWICK. (W. 
H. Beatt tty, Thos. Gibbe Blackstock, Geo. Tate 
Blackstock, Q.C.; Wallace Nesbitt, E. M. Chad. 
wick, Thos. Percy Galt, Wm. H. Brouse, David 
Fasken, A. Monro Grier, H. Armstrong, R. 

McKay.) Solicitors for Bank of Toronto, 
ya fg FI Le (Mercantile 

w Yor 

aus LASH Lhe gy +o. bw, Babe @ .C.; 8. H. 


Bake Nei ter Cassels, 
"s iiciesosie. w.H. 6, 7 Blake, 


.C.; 
F. Blake, MoGregor Y A. Anglin, 
T. D. Law.) Solicitors oy EAS Bank of 
Commerce. 
CROMBIE, Leg my = & CPs. 0 King at., West. 


icitors Bank of 
LAIDLAW, KAPPELE . , Imperia] Bank 
Bidg_ Solici Im | Bank of Canada. 
REGINALD M. MacDONALD. uilding & Loan Cham- 
Toronto st. Barrister, solicitor, etc. 
Refers to president of Building & Loan Ass'n. 
Windsor* (Essex)...-... Patterson, Leggatt & Murpby 


PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
Charlottetown* (Queens). ......... FRED W. L. tna | 
Particular attention to collections im all parts of 
the Province. Refers to Merchants’ k. 
Summerside* (Prince) ............-.-----. John H. Bell 


QUEBEC. 
Montreal* (Montreal 
ATWATER & MACKIE, 151 St. James st. Refer to 


Bank of Nova 
mee & Eg Rooms 612, 613 and 


ow York Life Bldg. 
McclBBOn & DAVIDSON (Robt. D. McGibbon, Qo: 

Peers Davidson), New York Life | ag ~ ae ici: 

= for Seohenie? Bank of Halifax, 
ar Co., Manufacturers’ FF ay o 

Quebec" (Quebec Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 

BRITISH COLUMBIA. 
Nanaimo (Nanaimo)..................- E. M. Yarwood 
New Westminster~ (Westminster). Eckstein ie Gaynor 
Vancouver (Vancouver).................- L. H. Hallett 
Victoria* (Victoria) ...... Drake. Jackson & Helmcken 

~amgneerne 


Brandon* (Brandon)........... gw & Pm mn 
LaPrairie*(P ae 


Ni RTH WEST TERRITORIES. 
Oniquey’, (Abate shennnssepegedundiod Ww. L. BERNARD 
. 1888. Solicitor to Legal & Commercial E 


to Imperial Bank 

Edmonton (Alberta)........... ---8. B-& HO. T 

Regina (Assiniboia).............-+-- 
ENCLAND. 


LONDON (Middlesex)....NAPOLEON ARGLES & CO. 
85 Gracechurch st., E.C. Solicitors of the Supreme 
Court. Paris office—16 Place Vendéme. 
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KENTUCKY. 





MICHIGAN, 





ATTORNEYS. 


NN NR eee 


ALABAMA. 


BUSH & BROWN, 


Attorneys at Law, 


Reems 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


Special attention > om ‘Commercial, Corporation and 








WILLIAM W. WATTS, 


First NaTIonal Bank BLpG., 


A thoroughly  oqutgnes Collection San 
managemen 


ATTORNEY AT LAW, 
Cor. Fifth and Main Sts., 
LOUISVILLE, AY. 


CoRPORATE, MERCANTILE AND Seeeaal PRACTICE. 


NOrAKIKS IN OF Fl 

- a under the 
Mr. J. Ricuarp Warts, handling 

business at any int in Kenvucky. 

References : - le Banking Co.; German Insur- 

ance Bank ; Constituent ‘Member of the Associated Luw 




















surance Law. 
Practice in all the Courts of Birmin , Ala. and the Collection Offices. Correspondent of the Lyon, Cosad & 
oe preme Court of the tate.” Fatcots Furniture Agencies. 
ee eat the _— seas MARYLAND. 
: FOE H. 
CALIFORNIA, (J/NITED LAW @™32 Gnexy. 





A, D. D’ ANCONA, 


Attorney at Law, 
405 Montgomery St., SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


PROMPT ATTENTION TO COLLECTIONS 
AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 


oO gon Frenctons ; 


Orro H. Droxez, 
8. Jomn Lion, f Counsel. | 


References :—Any Wholesale House {n Baltimore. 


Co., Bankers, Detro 


J. EMMET SULLIVAN. 


410 and 411 Hammond Building, 


Send your Michigan Collections to 


THE CREDIT & COLLECTION CO. 


Suite 83, Whitney Opera House Buliding, 
DETROIT, - MICHIGAN. 


METCALF B. HATCH, General Attorney. 


References : 4 Savings Bavk and John L. Harper & 





WILiiaM L. Mason. 


SULLIVAN & MASON, 
Attorneys at Law, 
DETROIT, MICH. 


Reference :—State Savings Bank. 





COLLECTION A SSON. 
649 and 651 MORE. Rage 
BALTIY 
“ The Collectors of the Southern States.” 
CUMMERCIAL COLLECTIONS. 
CONFIDENTIAL INVESTIGATIONS. 
SPECIAL CREDIT REPORTS. 








References ; — Brown Craig @ % 
Felsen thal & 'D’ Ancona. Chicago; Wm. M. Ramsey, Cin 





- CuLORADO. 
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO. 
JAMES E. McINTYRE, 
Attorney at Law, 


Corporation, Mercantile and Realty Law. Vasquaies 
facilities for Collections and Deposition: 


Refers to ) First National and El Paso County Beaks. 

















FLORIDA. 
ANDREW J. ROSE, 


Attorney at Law, 
PENSACOLA, - - FLORIDA. 
CORPORATION, COMMERCIAL, ADMIRALTY LAW. 
References :—First National Ban 


Bank. 
Hon. Chas. Swayne, U.S. District Judge. 
- The Bradstreet Co. 











GEORGIA. 
Joun NIcoLson, JR. 


NICOLSON & McKETHAN, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 





Ep. R. McKeTuay. 














Ofices 9-10 Savannah, 
Prudential Building. GEORGIA. 
__ ILLINOIS. 
W. SHOUDY, 


Attorney at Law, 


Notary tn Office. ROCKFORD, ILL. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Refers to People’s Bank. 











I N DIA NA. 
ANTOINE TTE D. LEACH, 
Attorney at Law, 
Cor. Washington and Court Streets, 





SULLIVAN, INDIANA. 
Gommapetas Law and Collections; C ion and 
Real Estate and Insurance ; her 
and Notary Public in Office. Prompt and atten- 


tion oo matters. 

References: — Farmers’ State Bank, Sullivan County 
Bank, & Sullivan, Ind.; M. Wilson, President Capito) 
nal Bank, Indianapolis, Ind. 


HEROD & HEROD, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


14, 15, 16 and 17 Fletcher Bank Building, 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 








SPRA GUE & WASHBURN, 


MASSACHUSETTS. 





Attorneys at Law, 


105 Sumner &t., BOSTON, MASS. 


Gounsel of the 
INTERSTATE LAW CO. 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 


Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 
Federal Courts. 


Bank references on application. 


THE MERCANTILE 


LAW COMPANY, 


Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 
MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS & COMMERCIAL LAW. 


Boston Representative of the 
Associated Law and Collection Offices. 


BEVERLY ‘K. MOORE, Pres’ tand Counsel. 


W. F. & W. S. SLOCUM, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
257 Washington St., Herald Building, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


Wiiiiam F. Slocum. WINFIELD 7 SLocuUM, 
Notary Public. 


CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
COLLECTIONS AND DEPOSITIONS. 


Refer to Hide & Leather National Bank. 











W. W. Ric. Cuas. M. Ric. 


RICE, KING & RICE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Uffice Block, Wercester, Mass. 
PRACTICE IN ALL STATE AND FALDERAL COURSE, 
Kepecial attention given to Corporation, Probate and 
Commercial Law. Patent Law and Litigation a speciality. 

ae ——- Department in the Uffice well organized. 
ographers and aes in office give attention 

to the. ies of deposi 

Refer to any Bank or Business House in Worcester. 


Henry W. Kixe 
Notary Public. 


PVILLIS S. MEADE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


FLINT. - - - - MICHIGAN. 
Prompt attention to all page Bas Dasteen. including Mercan- 
and Chancery Practice. 


tile Collections. 
Reference :—First Nati 


JENNER E. MORSE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
land 2 Heavenrich Block, 
SAGINAW, East Side, MICHIGAN. 


A well equipped, systematized collection office. 
Attorney and Agent for Foreign Corporations. 
Refers to People’s Savings Bank. 


MINNESOTA. 


FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
Lawyers, 

611 LumBER EXCHANGE, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 

5-6-7 Nat. Genman-Amer. Bank Bipe, St. Pav, Moxy. 


Walter V. Field; J.C. Fifiek No} Public ; . Ww. 
Fifield; E. H.C. 8 = oe D. ‘s = <@ - 
Notary Public; 8. A. ‘Bredi 


MERCANTILE LAW anp COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY 
Depositions taken accurately with dispatch: 


When seqnenad by letter or wire, will to an: int to 
leet, adjust or secure claims. ay ‘ 


onal 

















Refer to Flour Ci ational B pba, x. eaupet. National 
German-Ame: and the 
Houses of perican Bank, Se Paul St. Paul. ne 


C. 7. CRANDALL, 
A ttorney, 


400-401 First National Bank Bldg, DULUTH, MINN. 
Mercantile, Corporation agd Mining Law. 

Remittances for collections made promptly. 

m Wy to Security Bank of Duluth; Clyde Iron Works, 


[4 RDNER & MIDDLECOFY?, 
Attorneys for Security Bank of Duluth. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
211-212 Torrey Bldg, DULUTH, MINN. 


Minnesota Items for Collection sent to 
J. F. HILSCHER, 


412-4138 New York Life Building, ST. PAUL. MINN. 
WILL RECEIVE PROMPT ATTENTION, 
Commercial law and collections. Real Estate law and 
foreclosures. of non-residents cared for. 
Attorney for Netherlands-American Mortgage Bank of 
Uithuizen, Hulland. 

Refers to Merchants’ National Bank, St. Paul, Minn. 




















WILLIAM GREGORY JONES, 
Notary Public and Justice of the Peace, 


299 Devonshire Street, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


{se Depositions carefully and promptly taken. 








IOWA. 

Commercial Law Collections. 
W. L. CRISSMAN, 
Lawyer, 

10WA. 


CEDAR RAPIDS, 
Depositions by Notary in Office. 
References : Cedar Rapids National Bank ; Security 
Savings Bank; Bohemian-American Bank, and in any 





MICHIGAN. 





DETROIT, MICHIGAN. 
FRANK E. ROBSON, 
8 Hauuonp Bie. Counselor at Law, 


Corporate and Mercantile Litigation, Settlement of Ks 
om, Collections. 





MISSOURI. 


GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 

octiefenk : Samuel Capples olicted and with Co. 
ot York References :—Collins, Downing & Co.; Free 


& Green. 
304 North Sth Street, 
(Turner Building.) Rooms 61, 62, 68, 64, 67 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 


MONTANA. 
[ARGENT & HUNTOON 


Attorneys ai Law, 
Great Falls, MONTANA. 




















commercial center on application. 


- wt * 


Security Bank of Great Fails. 
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NEW JERSEY. 


OKLAHOMA. 





PRODERICE B. SEYMOUR, 
Counselor at Law, 


SOLICITOR AND EXAMINER IN CHANCERY. 
Jersey City, New Jersey. 

Special attention to organizing Corporations under New 
Jersey Laws. Rat EsTaTE AND PROBATE Law 
Practice in all State and Federal Courts. 
Reference: First National Bank of Jersey City. 








NEW YORK. 


CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGHT, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Water 8. CaRTER. Suite 150-160, 

CuaRr_es E. Hueuss. 96 Breadway 
Epwakp F. Dwieut. and 

ARTHUR C. Rounps. 6 Wall Street, 
MARSHALL B. CLARER. . NEW YORK CITY. 


Refer to Chemical National Bank. 





OKLAHOMA AND INDIAN TERRITORY 
COLLECTION AGENCY. 


Cunningham & DeBors, 


GUTHRIE, 0. T. 
Personal Responsibility, $50,000.00 


WASHINGTON. 
W. C. SHARPSTELN, F. 8. BLaTrygr, 
SHA RPSTEIN & BLAITNER, 
Fidelity Building, TACOMA, WASH. 


COMMERCIAL BUSINESS A SPECIALTY. 


References in nearly every city in es United States 
furnished on appli 








References :—Fidelty Trust Co. ; Pactfic National Ban . 
London & San Francisco Bank, Tacoma, Wash. 








WEST VIRGINIA. 











References : ital National Bank, Guthrie National 
Gov. W. C. Renfrow SS Sere oS Senter 
Co., St. Louis, Mo.; Heid, Murdock & Co., Chicago. 
PRNNSYLVANIA. 
JAMES C. SELLERS, 
Attorney at Law, 


Philadelphia, Pa., and West Chester, Pa. 
OFFICE, DREXEL BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA. 


Corporation, Commercial, Insurance and Probate Law. 


Practices in all United aay Lt ae came and Chester 
County Co 


Collections promptly sores = either County. 








Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON & WELLS, 


$ Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N. Y. 
General Practice in all Courts. Collections a specialty. 


Refer to Third National Commercial Bank ; 
Greenway Brewing Co.; D. Petirttg & Bone 








OHIO. 


FrRANK P. KIBLER, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Rooms 12 and 13 Dannemillér Block, 
CANTON, OHIO. 
Prompt personal attention given to commercial law and 
collections. Depositions co han Notary Public and Steno- 
grapher in offices. 


References :—The Farmers’ Bank ; Hon. G. E. Baldwin ; 
Hon. T. T. McCarty, and 8. Dannemilier & Sons, Wholesale 
rocers, all of Canton. 


THE NATIONAL 


COLLECTING CO., 
D. JAS. DAVIS, General. Manager. 
Mitchell Building, CINCINNATI, OHIO, 








Over 1,000 subscribers. Correspondents Everywhere. 
No culiection, no charge. 


Does business everywhere. Special contracts at reduced 


rates. Moneys coliecied by attorneys guaranteed. 


WW. £. BEEGHLY, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 





References :—Third and Winters National Banks. 





rt] , OHIO. 


[RVING H. GRISWOLD, 


Attorney at Law, 
ELYRIA, - - : - OHIO. 
NOTARY PUBLIC. Special attention to collections. 


Refers to First National Bank of Elyria. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Broad St., Charleston, 8. C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 


Special attention given to collections, Real Estate, Cor- 
ration, Comm: and Insurance Law. Counsel State 
Refer to the president or one of any 
Ly 8.C.; The National Park Bank, N.Y.; 
ited States National 


N.Y.; J.H Parker. 
Rach aap bee te 
SUYTHE & LEE, 

Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


7 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 
Local Attorneys for the Bradstreet Co. Refer to James 
8. Pelzer 








Adgar & Co. esto! Rodgers & Co., 
Charleston, 8 'C. ; Coosaw Co., Charleston. 8. C.; 
First National Bank, Charleston, .C.; George 8. Brown, 


Baltimore, Md.; Dunham, Buckley & Co 
N.Y.; Dale, Heed & Cooley, 343 Broadway, N.Y.; Lane 
Bodley Manufacturing Co., Cincinnat 











SOUTH DAKOTA. 


BAILEY & VOORHEES, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


(METROPOLITAN BLOCK.) 

Sieux Falls, - . SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Local Attorneys for RG. D G. Dun & Co, ; arenes ox 
Gracey sion Felegaps Coupany Manche ettoa 

on Jom) = 

Bank of alls and. German-Ainerican 
Com thy "2 ‘er to any bank or iy house « as gious 
Falis. Uur law library of 6,0W volumes is the largest in 
South Dakota and our office is fully ey peel, with all the 
necessary facilities for the transaction o law 
attention given to “— 


TEXAS. 
, i FULTON LAW CO., 


Dallas, Texas. 
L. FULTON, 
_Denton, Texas. 
Collect in all parts of Texas; repreeent oe 
clients only, have had 11 years ex ence. of 


‘peri Best 
ence given most anywhere. I want a list of your old 
judgments against parties in Texas. 





business. 

















UTAH. 





CUMMINGS & McBRIDE, 


Attorneys at Law, 
MANSFIELD, - - - - - OHIO. 
Commercial and Corporation Law a Specialty. 
Reference : Any Bang in Mansfield, Ohio. 


J. CALVIN EWING, 


Attorney at Law 
b] 
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
Foreign ae Cope Sepcentate in Ohio. Estates re- 
covereo and sett) tious taken. Mercantile reports 
made. Casasanens Kieiohey aa tee Cases solicited 


Business entrusted to me wilireceive prompt and careful 
attention at reasonablc cuarges. 


Reference :—Any bank in the city. 








RICHARD B. SHEPARD, 


ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW, 
Rooms 37, 38, 39 and 40 Commercial Block, 


(P. O. Box 1585.) Salt Lake City, UTAH. 
PRACTICES IN ALL THE COURTS. 


a, Coury in ind. Ter. ; Vommercisl Nation- 
t Lake City, U Utah’ National Bank, Salt 
e City, Utah. and Vision trade generally. 


EVANS & ROGERS, 


Attorneys at Law, 
OGDEN, - - + UTAH. 


‘or Firet National Bank, Ogden Savi: 2, 
dart Comin ortgage Trust Co., ~~ aioe Oonctond 








HARRISON B. SMITH, 
Attorney at Law, 
CHARLESTON, West Virginia. 


Genera] Counsel for West Virginia ricany & Trust Co., 

organized for reprostatanion of —" tions in Wes Va. 
Local “Attorne for R. G. Dun & 1 neue Co., 
Mercantile A uster, Rand, McNally & Co. 

Refers to fieavts Natio’ Sal, Citizens’ National and Kan. 
awha Valley Banks. Non-r ent references given upon 
application, 


Joun A. a, 





oO. F. HutTox ‘20m. 
H. P. Camp 


utchinson, HH betaine 


Parkersbere, W.Va. ©” Cam.len, 


Corporation and Commercial La 
Special attention to Collections Grougnens West ’irgints, 


Lanp TIrLes INVESTIGATED. 
Chief'Counsel West rosin, wx O. R. R. Co., 
pire Naogs! lank, Cigna» 1 Bank 
t Nation: an) 
References : -{ Senato cor), Oana. 








S. G. SMITH, 
Attorney at Law, 
WHEELING, WEST VIR@ NIA. 


Collections, Commercial fal Litigation, Inwurance Law, In- 
solvency i and West Vi ia Corporation 
Law given special attention. 


ences; Exchange Bank, Wheeling; Wheeling Title 
ante Wheeling: Franklin Tnourence Oo. Wheeling. 








RUS C. HARTRANFT, 
EXPERT IN HANDWRITING 
And Detector of Forgery.” 


Determines the authenticity of Sig of Signatures on Wills, Notes, 
Contracts and Miscellaneous Documents, 


LEGAL AND BANK REFERENCES. 
No. 727 Sausom St., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


PATENT LITIGAT'ON. 


PLIPISY eee 


TLLIAM PIRTLE HEROD, 
Attorney at Law. 


Counsel in Patent Litigation. 
Fletchers’ Bank Bldg, INDIANAPOLIS, IND 


~ 
Book Cases. 
The Yost Con- 
solidated Re- 
volving. Especi- 
ally adapted te 
family use, of- 
fices and public 
libraries. Fur- 
aished with 
cloth er bent 
glass covering. 
Singleor deuble 
cases. Any size 
or capacity, 
from 50 101,000 
volumns. Stores 
twice the books 
in same revolv- 
ing space. 








































in pub- 
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and 


etc. 


ANY 


THE 1 OST CIRCULAR CASE 
Office, 266 South Jefferson St., 
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